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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
New Haven, Connecticut 
April 7, 1972 


RE; DANIEL E L LSDERG 

On the evening of March 3, 1972 at 8:J5 p.m., 
DANIEL ELLSDERG appeared at Tei.-ple Mishkan Israel, 7F 
Ridge Road, Harden, Connecticut as the Sijcth Annual 
Peace Service Speaker. 

There follows a verhatir transcript of ELLSDERG'S 

renarks. 
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Pabbi Goldburg; 
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"In my serr on ol 
our guest speaker tonight, 
that I'd have the pleasure 
I had met him very briefly 
alf of the BERPIGANS at 
TON in Well fleet, Massachusetts, a 
January at a dinner in Mew York Ci 


Yon Kippur 
but I did 
of introdu 
last Augus 
the summer 


in 


Kippur sermon, I i ade reference as we 
JR., whose article in 'Harper's' naga 
unworthy of a historian and a scholar 
with Professor SCHLESSINGER, I'm all 
him now with words that I find to be 
They appear in that well known subver 
New York Times,' (laughter) Sunday Ma 
0, 1972, and are as follows: 


, I made reference to 
not know at that time 
cing him this evening, 
t when he spoke on 
home of Dr. ROBERT J. 
nd I heard him again 
ty. In the same Yom 
11 to ARTHUR SCHLESSINGER, 
zinc I believed to be 
. Since I seldom agree 
the more happy to ouote 
both honest and true, 
sive newspaper, 'The 
gazine Section, February 

f 


"Says Professor ARTHUR" SCHLESS I NGFR: 'Illegitimate 

secrecy has corrupted our conduct of forcigh affairs and 
deprived the people of the information necessary for the 
democratic control of foreign policy. So long as the * 

Executive Branches persist in these abuses, and so long as 
Congress remains unwilling to assert itself, the courage of 
the ANDERSONS, SHEEHANS, and ELLSBERGS would seem to provide 
the only restraint and recourse, if we are to get out democracy 
back into working equilibrium.' That's the end of the 
quotation. 


"When Professor ARTHUR SCHLESSINGER, JP., begins 
tc sound like Professor HOWARD ZINN, perhaps things are 
changing. What say your, DAN ELLSBERG, who I think we all 
know and welcome. 


Daniel Fllsberg: 

’"And in the second year of the reign of 
Nebuchadnezzar, Nebuchadnezzar dreamed dreams. And his 
sleep was troubled; and his sleep broke from him. Then 
the king commanded to call the magicians, and the enchanters, 
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and the sorcerers and the Chaldeans to tell the king his 
dreams. So they came and stood before the king and the 
king said unto them: I have dreamed a dream and my spirit 
is troubled to know the dream. Then spoke the Chaldeans 
to the king in Aramaic: Oh king, live forever. Tell the 
servants the dream and we will declare the interpretation. 

The king answered and said to the Chaldeans: -The dream is 
lost from me. If you-make not known unto me the dream and 
the interpretation thereof, you shall be cut in pieces and 
your bouses shall be made a dunghill. They answered a 
second time and said. Let the king tell his servants the 
dream and we will declare the interpretation. They said, 
There is not a man upon the earth that can declare the king’s 
matter, for as much as no great and powerful king can ask 
such a thing of any magician or enchanter or Chaldean, and 
it is a hard thing that the king asketh, and there is none 
other that can declare it for the king except the gods whose 
dwelling is not with flesh. For this cause the king was 
angry and very furious and commanded to destroy all the wise 
men of Babylon. So the decree went forth and the wise men 
Were to be slain. And they sought DANIEL and his companions 
to be slain. Then was the secret revealed u nto DAN IEL in 
a~vision of th e~nTgTit. TtrerrTJftNTirL blessed the God of 
Heaven. DANIEL spoke and said, lllessed be the name of God 
from everlasting even unto everlasting. For wisdom and 
might are his and he changeth the tines and the seasons. 

He removeth kings and seteth up kings. He giveth wisdom 
unto the wise and knowledge to then: that know understanding. 
He revealeth the deep and secret tin nms . He knoweth what is 
in the darkness,"and the light dwellcth with him. Oh, King, 
thy thoughts came into thy mind upon thy bed what should 
come to pass hereafter. And he that revealeth s ecret s hath 
made known to thee what shall come to p ass . But as for me, 
the se cret Is not revealed to me for any wisdom that I have 
more than any living, but to the intent that the interpre¬ 
tation may be made known to the king and that thou iayest 
know the thoughts of thy heart."' 

"The dream that DANIEL interpreted to the King, 
Nebuchadnezzar, was a dream of a great image which was 
mighty and its brightness was surpassing and stood before 
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re. The ir age's head was of fine gold and the gold he 
said was the King Nebuchadnezzar, and its feet were of 
clay. 

"Sor e yea^« ago, an old professor of mine, former 
Professor JOHN K<rAIRBANKS, of Harvard, made a statement 
about the war in Indochina. He said, MVe sleep in the same 
bed the French slept.in, though we dream thebe different 
drears.* 

"In 1WG7, I cane back from Vietnam determined to 
know what were the dreams that had moved us in Vietnam 
for so long. How long I didn’t know then. But what had 
the nation been dreaming? V.'hat had presidents been 
dreaming? What was the secret of those motives that had 
led us to do what we were then still doing in Vietnam, and 
are still doing in Vietnam? I came back from a country that 
was being devastated by Americans. I was struck here in 
the service by the line, 'When you do war against a city, 
you have to besiege it a long time in order to capture it. 
You rust not destroy its trees, wielding the axe against 
them. You may eat of them, but you must not cut them 
down. Are trees of the field human to withdraw before you 
under siege?' 



"I've flown in small planes over Vietnam and seen 
a strange sight - a river green and lush on one side; red 
desert on the other side, a narrow river. On the red side, 
American planes had 11 own American-produced chemicals bought 
by funds appropriated by our Congress to kill all vegetation 
and we had created a desert in large parts of Vietnam. We'd 
done many other things. 

"I bad gone over in l‘‘G5, a long time ago, in 
terms of bombs and shells, 12 million tons ago. This 
country, however, had seen devastation before and inflicted 
it before. That is war. Many of the men in this audience, 
have seen war, I'm sure, have fought, probably in what they 
felt was a just war, and have learned people die in war, 
civilians die in war, innocents die in war, trees are 
destroyed in war - although never in the way that we are 
doing it now. Before, never with the defoliation program, 
but people have been killed before, if not with napalm, by 
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other ti'caus, in a cause that Anerieans could consider just. 


"V.as th 
that had 1 
Ai ericans, 


dreams 
honest 
risunderstood wha 
stood their chanc 
they're doing. V,' 
I wanted to know 
done this. I had 
two years. 


is such a w 
ed us were 
patriots, 
t they were 
cs for achi 
hat was it 
that', alter 
done it, a 


ar? One assumed that those 
the dreat s of just men, of 
who must then somehow have 
doing or at least, misunder- 
eving sore just purpose in what 
then that had misled them? 

those years. I say men had 
s part of the system, for 


"I came hack then 
the year this peace service 
study and learn the secrets 
that time already almost 10 
for the government, for the 


in 19G7, which I Believe was 
was first given determined to 
of this. And having spent at 
years dealing in secret matters 
Rand Corporation, I was invited 
to join a study in the preparation of a very long book, 

7,000 pages long ultimately. And since, knowing the history 
from 'G5 and 'G4 on having joined the Defense Department in 
'Gl, I knew that the answer to what we had been doing did not 
lie in that period. I went back to 1961, the period that many 
us in this country think of as the beginning of our direct 
involvement, the year after this beautiful temple was begun 
was started. The answer didn't lie there either, to my 
surprise, and this was the dispute with Professor SC1ILESSINGER. 

I found that by no means was it true, as he had said in a 
number of writings, that a succession of presidents and, 
he particularly mentioned KENNEDY, had been led on by the 
dream that success was theirs in a very short tire and without 
billing many people. lie didn't put it in quite those terms, but 
that was the gist of it, and thus, did not, not too much in 
the way of national interest was required to justify this 
purpose. And that lad simply been misled. 

"But that turned out not to be true. Just as in 
'Gl and '65 when I was well aware from ry work in the 
Defense Department, we had not expected the war to be cheap 
or easy or short, either in U. S. lives o’ in Vietnamese 
lives, that turned out to be the case in 1961 as well. So 
I went Lack to '54, another period that often is meant to 
mark out, the, beginning of our involvement, with President 
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EISENHOWER’S commitment to ,£)ien (phonetic). But in this 

study, as it became available to re, and at that point, I 
was the only researcher who was spending lull time trying 
to learn ’Lessons of Vietnam’ for the Government. I was 
the only one who had done that and I was doing it on my 
initiative and for that purpose this study was made available 
to me on which I had worked. The whole study was made 
available. So I went back to '54 and discovered there again 
to my surprise that our involverent had not begun in *54 
and the answer did not lie there, as to what the dreams we 
had dreamed that differed fror the French night have been. 

"I went back to li'50, when we first gave our first 
direct credits to the French and their IndoChinese clients, 
in May of 1950. Eventually, I had to go back to the 
beginning of the war and that was longer than Rabbi GOLDBURG 
has been your Rabbi here. He tells me that he care in 
lf4B, but in Decerber, 1946 after a year and a half, I 
learned, in the Pentagon Papers - and you can learn in the 
first volume of the Beacon Press edition, or in the late 
volumes of the Government Printing Office edition, how it 
was that the war bad looked to us at that time. The ^ ^ ^ 

implication remember of my interpretation and SCHLESSINGER S 
interpretation had implied to me that given our revolutionary 
past, our anti-colonial ideals, we could not knowingly 
have allied ourselves in a cause that we saw as otherwise 
than just. We could not have allied ourselves in a cause, 
defined as the French defined it to themselves - a straight¬ 
forward colonial war. We must have been ignorant. And 
that was easy to believe for this country is ignorant of 
Vietnam. It*still is to this day, officials most of all. 
There’s nothing implausible about that. 

"Therefore, it was a shock when, in August of *69 
and September of ’69 I finished reading the Pentagon Papers, 
having put the earliest part to the end to read, thinking 
it was least relevant, but having been driven back to that 
period at last. And I read about the beginning of the 
conflict between the French and the Indo-Chinese, the violent 
conflict. Having learned by that point in the reading, 
something that I had not really realized before had sunk in - 
that HO CHI MINH’S position at that time was not that of a 
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CASTRO having landed on Cuba with a dozen men, according to 
the Siena (phonetic). His position was that of a head of 
state to whom the Erperor BAO DAI had abdicated formally 
more than a year earlier. And for a year and a half at this 
time he had been the head of state recognized as such by 
Fiance, with all the honors of a head of state, in the 
course of negotiations, with control of the state, the police, 
the army, the post office, the records, the civil service. 
Election had been held - as honest as ever held in Vietnam 
and in fact quite honest - which had ratified his government. 

"In December lbth, lUdG, the French then began their 
effort at what we perceived, as the documents show clearly, 
their colonial reconquest of Indochina, the only attempt in 
the post-war world of a former colonial power to recapture 
by force a former colony that had declared its independence 
and had acted independently for some period. That is not 
from the writings of the New Left, or the Revisionists. 

This is how it is seen in the estimates, the national 
intelligence estimates written and to be found in the Pentagon 
Papers. 

"On December 23rd, 1P4G, four days after the 
fighting broke out in the outskirts of Hanoi, the then 
Director of the.Far East Bureau, or actually assistant 
secretary for Far Fast, JOHN CARTER VINCENT, wrote a memo 
on the events to DEAN ACHESON. who was then acting secretary 
of state, interpreting those events, and what he told them 
our highest official in the State Department at that moment 
that was the time when DEAN R T, SK, by thenwas assistant. Later 
DEAN RUSK was an Assistant Secretary of State during the 
Korean War and, recall the fall of China, he was around at 
this period, too. Although the French and IndoChina had 
made far-reaching paper concessions to the Vietnamese 
desire for independence for autonomy, French actions on the 
scene had been directed toward whittling down the powers 
and the territory and extent of the Vietnam free state. 

This process the Vietnamese have continued to resist. At 
the same time the French themselves admit that they lacked 
the military strength to reconouer the country. In brief, 
with inadequate forces, with public opinion sharply at odds, 
with a government rendered largely ineffective through 
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interna] division, the French had tried to a;comp]ish in 
Indochina v.hat a strong and united Britain has found it 
unwise to atter.pt in Dun a, 

"'Given the present elements in the situation, 
guerrilla warfare ray continue indefinitely.' That was 
written December ?"rd, IfMfi, we just had the anniversary 
of that nemo a few r onths ago, tiro ?5th anniversary of the 
Indochina V.'ar. VINCENT was right. The French did not have 
the power to reconquer the country and we knew it. 

"From late *46 to 1050, we supplied aid to 
France knowing that it was used to back up their effort 
in Indochina, and without that aid the French effort to 
reconquer the country would have failed. From '50 on 
when it was clear that only direct aid could save the 
French presence in Indochina, we supplied the direct aid. 

For 25 years, without missing a year, American napalm has 
dropped on Indochinese people. 

"So, it seems the dreams were not so different 
after all, and the secrets of those dreams that T read in 
the Pentagon Tapers, that were news to m«», they were 
secrets revealed to me as I read then with authorization, 
were these among others; that there has been no first and 
second Indochina war, as some people say. Th*»re has been 
only one war for 25 years, basically an American war, because 
there has never been a year of that war when ther«» would be 
violence in Indochina on the scale that could bo called a 
war, without American Money, napalm, arms, and ultimately 
planes, pilots, and men to do that killing. 

"Is there now a third Indochina war, as FRED 
BPATMA KT (phonetic) and some others have suggested - an 
automated war? No, that too is part of the war, but 
interestingly, on the day the anniversary day - of that 
memo, there was a note in the 'New York Times* with a story 
headed 'Hanoi Challenges Air Power of U. S.,' saying the 
American air war in Indochina has entered a new phase with 
direct confrontations between American and North Vietnamese 
planes. The third war that I3RATMAN has defined as the 
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automated battlefield, the war of 
pensors, essentially of 
combat, with Americans. 
’One young pilot in De 


mines, of 


of ground 
this way: 
experience this way: "Wc keep on 
estimating how ingenious an enemy 


sensors, of air-dropped 
bombs from the air, not 
The ’Times' story ends 
Nang sunned up his 
bombing and we keep under 
ve're up against. When 


we try something, he develops counter-tactics and it just 
never ends.” Saigon, December 19th, 1971.' 


"Well, other things that came out fro*' the war, 
from the reading that I did, as this reading that I’ve 
just given you suggests I think lairly strongly was that 
not only has there been one war, not only has it been an 
American war, it has been a presidential war, a war in which 
presidents have made decisions that in most cases went 
against the advice of their principal advisors, which often 
was to go even harder and stronger, or which was not validated 
l:y the Department, by the advice which we (illegible) policies 
chosen consciously by the U. S. presidents, four of them 
revealed in the Pentagon I'apers and now a fifth. Nor was 
it a civil war. The notion that we had intervened in a 
civil war as we did in China where there was a civil war, 
it turns out to be in the Pentagon Papers, as much an 
American as a question from the North. To call a war a 
civil war, in which one army, one competing faction is 
entirely equipped, paid, and supported by a foreign power, 
is not a civil war. It is aggression after all American 
aggression and in the principles of the Nuremberg, the 
Nuremberg principles that the U.N. of 1950, ratified in 
1S5C American language that we insisted upon it is a crime 
against peace. 


"Now these are terms and conclusions that before 
I read the Pentagon Papers I would have regarded a** extremist, 
as rhetoric-radical rhetoric. Obviously it is not the 
conception with which I went to Vietnam, nor is it even the 
conception with which I returned from Vietnam where I still 
imagined that the deaths that I had seen could have been • 
justified at least in terms of misunderstandings and 
ignorance, but it now turned out the^e had been ignorance, 
plenty of ignorance, but not enough to explain the decisions. 
The decisions had been adequately foresigned as to what we 
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were doing - consciously violating the Geneva Accords of 
*M, consciously violating our own given understandings at 
that time, unilaterally, consciously violating all 
principles of self-determination that we have ever 
acknowledged, consciously violating the U.N. Charter 
ratified by the Senate, and I would say consciously 
violating the principles of the Constitution since what 
was used as a declaration of war, was obtained by fraud 
fiom the Congress, by conscious deception of the Congress, 
revealed in detail in the Pentagon Papers. But that was a 
matter in which I did not need instruction from the Pentagon 
Papers. I had been in the Department of Defense during 
that period and was aware of that fact. Hence, the crime 
against the peace, against the Constitution, against 
international law, against all of our principles. 

"When I read that, it was clear that it was no 
use going to the king with that interpretation, although 
it was more clear than it had ever been before that we 
were getting amazingly close in this country to having a 
king; that it was also clear that the king or king-president 
was part of the problem. 

"There is no procedure, yet I hope there will be 
after hearings and alter court decisions and perhaps after 
my own case, whereby an official or someone with authorized 
access to what appears clearly to be documentary evidence of 
crimes and war crimes, of crimes against violations of the 
Constitution, deceptions of the public, there is yet no 
authorized procedure whereby he can bring that to the atten¬ 
tion of anyone but those vho have committed those violations, 
his bosses in the Executive Branch. This clearly seemed to 
be information that at least the Congress should have and 
my first act in 'GP, and I'm not going to go through all that 
history, my first act was to bring this information to the 
Senate Foreign Delations Committee. That didn't end the 
war. That was in *G9. 

"In the 3 years during which MIXON has been winding 
down this war, he has dropped 3.2 million tons of bombs, or 
a little more than that, this month. 3.2 million tons of 
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bombs is the same amount which he has now surpassed that 
LYNDON JOHNSON dropped in a somewhat longer period. It 
represents the amount of tonnage that was dropped in World 
War II in all theaters and Korea combined, with enough left 
over for World War I. So, to say that is to say that 
RICHARD NIXON, like LYNDON JOHNSON, RICHARD NIXON now has dropped 
more aerial bombs as president than any other-human being in 
history and he is continuing that bombing at the same rate, 
of World War II. 

"How do you, after all, manage to continue into 
its 2Gth year a war, the popularity of which, ouite apart 
from legality or anything else, was so uncertain to five 
presidents that they have never trusted popular support for 
them or their policy if they had described honestly what 
their own perceptions of the war and its objectives were? 

You continue only by making it invisible, by declaring, 

'War is peace,' and meanwhile, shifting your operations 
in such a way that American casualties, which are very visible 
to the people, American presence, American dollars are all 
reduced. You shift the war to the air, you shift the war 
as much as possible to Laos and Cambodia where reporters do •* 

not follow. You shift the bodies, the burden of killing and 
dying to Vietnamese, Laotians, and Cambodians, as much as 
possible, in hopes that the reduction to very low levels of 
American deaths means to the American people that there is 
no war. And yet the legitimacy of that process is, I think 
suggested very seriously, and clearly in the service tonight. 

"In every other law, the Torah, if a man is commanded, 
'Transgress and suffer not death. He may transgress and not 
suffer death excepting idolatry, incest, and shedding blood. 
Murder ray not be practiced to save one's life.' 

"I might mention that the people, many of whom 
I knew whose nemos appear in the Pentagon Papers who made 
these decisions, were surely patriotic, conscientious, 
principled, dedicated, worked very hard and not only for 
themselves. But on the other hand, I must say that they 
were not all familiar with the Torah, but this is a principle 
not peculiar to the Jewish religion. They did have a very 
large list of reasons In their minds that justified killing. 
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"For example, to avoid the return of a right-wing 
backlash in this country - the MC CAT’THY period which had 
launched us on this war in Indochina and one phase of which 
President NIXON, who started it, is now ending, the phase 
ir China itself. In order to avoid that, HENRY KISSINGFR, 
has told us, the president had to act so as to neutralize 
the REAGAN-GOLTIV/ATEP-WALLACF type of right-wing force in this 
country. And this could he done only by extrerelv slow and 
prudent withdrawal and a shift over to bombing iron the 
dying by Americans. An important objective, but one that 
dees not justify the hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese 
deaths that v.e have inflicted in that period. War month - 
the month,- the week, actually that General, that President 
NIXON, or commander-in-chief, not a general yet saw PATTON 
twice, was the week in which he presented to the American 
consciousness for the first tire in this war picture of 
Arerican-supplied tanks moving in formation across a 
friendly border into another country without authorization, 
trailing plumes of dust behind them. Images that were 
very familiar to Americans who were just old enough, and 
I’m just old enough, they were not images of PATTON. He 
was forcing Americans to see their tanks, their sons in the 
images of Blitzkrieg. And that turned out not to be the 
last invasion. By the spring of this last year I had to go 
to the Senate and say to a Senator there, to the one I was y 
dealing with, ’Since I 4jave you these documents, two 
invasions have taken place. I can’t wait any longer. If you 
can’t bring these out, do something with them. I’ll have to 
find some other way. And I tried various other ways before 
they cane out.’ 

’’One last question, and I don’t mean to focus on 
my (illegible). 

’’The nucstion that faces us as a country is this: 

Can a war with these unjust origins be prolonged for a 
quarter of a century, and more, and preserve democracy? 

The ouestion is raised because, to our credit perhaps, each 
of these five presidents liar felt it essential to lie to 
the people to get their policy sufficient support. That 
is flattery; that’s a corn]irent and I hope they are right, 
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If they sun^c n .ill have th^eouiva len.M ^0,1«i 
Sorrets Act and thor- ] 1 * _ * n «= t free ^neooh. 

STS 'sa n\sYeUU,cnt ^tbe dcbocnac, that .urvives 

an7i?ea K‘S M?. these borders. 
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'Innocent bloocl may not bo shed, Pabbi, said; If the 
Government orders thee to slay another, it is forbidden. 

Let him rather slay you than that you should commit murder.' 

"I was fortunate enough in '69 to meet young 
Americans who were choosing to go to prison. Some of 
them have just gotten out rather than to commit what they 
saw as murder. And at that same time, having read the 
Pentagon Papers, I now saw it as murder so that made my 
choice much easier. 

"There's one other aspect to the F'irst Amendment 
which As relevant and that is freedom of religion. Is 
there freedom in this country to practice atheism or 
agnosti cism with respect to the religion of the state? One 
of the things one may not do under the Torah is idolatry. 

Ard what had kept those documents that I just read to 
you, the one of them, for example, but what kept that 
secret for 25 years, was a succession of officials who 
were not only afraid, but literally awed in habits that 
had started in World War II and had been continued ever 
since, awed by the basically religious symbols that 
accompanied those pages. Their flesh would havo crawled 
ard the sweat would have come on their foreheads had they 
thought of the possibility of taking those pages and giving 
them to someone .not authorized by the Defense Department 
authorization, and the same would have been true of me 
earlier. Somehow, in 1969, confronting the killing that 
we were doing as a result of the concealment of those 
documents, I no longer was awed by them and T'm not awed 
ary more. I don't think I could be. 

"I hope, in other words, I hope that the art will 
have its consequences o* various kinds. I think that the 
Anderson Tapers are evidence that it has to some extent, 
and I think that what happened to the people who found 
themselves psychologically able to give those papers to . 
Anderson revealing new lies by this administration was that, 
after they had read the 'New York Times' in June of last 
year, they were now able to look at these papers magically 
inscribed with symbols, 'Top Secret,* 'Secret,' 'Sensitive,' 
'Eyes Only' and sec them not as religious documents, but 
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something that their «ivrs and children might possibly read 
and they were able to ask then selves ho« would there look 
if they did something the people who wrote the Pentagon 
Papers never did ask and weren't able to ask. And they 
saw that they had to give. 

"In short, 25 years of cold war, 25 years of a 
wrr like this, have challenged and changed our democracy 
apd can change it further still. The change that's come 
so far, that the fact that we have perhaps left sore freedom, 
was marked to re when I first called my father after the 
Pentagon Papers had been revealed and after my wife and I 
had core above ground essentially again, after the Supreme 
Court decision had been made. So that the papers were out. 
And I called my father, who voted for NIXON, I knew:, not 
knowing really how he would receive this; he was always very 
proud of awards things and official recognition that I had 
won in the past and I wasn't sure how he would take this 
particular one, indictment, and I was very pleased that he 
was proud of what I had done. 

"Put in the course of the conversation on the 
phone, I asked him something that had been in my rind for 
the past week that it was just too little, too vague, and 
I couldn't remember it exactly, but something he had told me 
once about his father who had come from Pussia the year 
before he was horn. He was horn in New Haven, Connecticut, 
it sudden]}’ strikes me and just thought about it, in 1889, 
and his father had come the year before. And T said tell me 
again why your father came to this country. He said, 'To 
be free. Ho vas 20 years old. There was a peace-time draft 
in Pussia for seven years, not here. He did not want to 
spend the rest of bis life in the Army, and be care to a land 
of freedom.' And I said, you mean, he care fo*- the same 
reasons that friends of mine, that T don't know even - that 
I respect, have gone to Sweden and Canada this year? He 
said, 'Fell, that's true.' So the movement is the other 
way now. It doesn't have to be that wav. It hasn't been 
that way that long. But too long, I would say. 

"I think it is time now that we have a beginning 
of an interpretation of the dreams our kings have dreamed, 
that we awaken from a dream of war, a dream of cold war, 
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a dream of endless v.ar on the scale of World War II that 
justifies an elected monarch, or an elected dictator rather 
than the Constitution that was designed for us a couple of 
hundred years ago. Do we v.akon from that in the way that 
Americans must have awakened and rubbed their eyes in the 
last two weeks as they siw the people that we have thought 
of as enemies for that 20 years drinking toasts to our 
president and being treated as friends? That showed us on 
our television what peace means and it showed us very 
strikingly that what we are doing in Indochina is not peace 
and must end now. Thank you.” 


Rabbi Goldburg: 

"In the Book of Daniel, that king tried to put 
Daniel, tried to kill him, he put him in a fiery furnace, 
ycu knot the story. He put Daniel and 2 other men in the 
fiery furnace and he looked in and somehow Paniel survived, 
and there v.as another follow walking around with him, and 
the guy turned out to be an angel of the Lord. I don’t know 
what angels of the Lord who are walking around these days. 

Our Government is trying to put men who have commitment and 
courage to human ideals, to human freedom, to peace, above 
their personal safety. Our Government tries to put them in 
various kinds of fiery furnaces and ordeals and we hope that 
one of your angels, LEONAPJKBOUDIN, your attorney, will be 
one of those that will together with you, help bring peace 
and freedom to us all. It is very tragic, however, that so 
many people are under, well, work under certain assumptions. 

We learn sc very, very slowly. The assumption is made, I 
know, by countless numbers of people that n A?'IEL FLLSBFPG 
committed civil disobedience. This is not true. People 
also make the assumption, regardless of how often they know 
it again and again, that when a man is indicted, somehow 
he’s guilty of something. 

"There is in this congregation tonight, if he’s 
still with us, he joined us for dinner, a friend, the 
Reverend William Sloane Coffin, the ehaplain at Yale, and 
I won’t embarrass him by asking him to stand, we know him, 
Chaplain Coffin, as you remember, was indicted with that 
other terrible and dangerous man, Dr. Benjamin Spock, they 
were put on trial by the United States Government as criminals. 
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And those men had to spend enormous amounts of time and 
energy and get attorneys and finally they were convicted 
and then Chaplain Coffin had to get another attorney, his 
second attorney was ARTHUR^JSOLDPERG and then finally the 
appeal was won. But do you know what that does to not 
only these men? Do you know what that does to the American 
peace movement? Do you know what that does to young people 
on the university campuses, who see their Governments 
persecute, prosecute, indict all these people who have 
stood for peace, the best, public-spirited, most courageous 
human beings among us. The kind of people that should sit 
in the councils of government, our Government tries to put 
in prison. I don't want anyone to be imprisoned, even 
people who run our Government, even though they may deserve 
it. I want to follow the Took of Isaiah, 'Let the prison 
doors be opened and let there be peace.' I want to thank 
you for your wonderful and warm response to DANJEL FLLSBERG 
ard I want to ttfhk him. I wish there were more like him u 
to render us and render our nation and the world the service 
that ho has done. 

"Dr. FLLSBFRG will answer ouostions here and if 
you have them I'll try to recognize you, and that perhaps 
in many ways is the best part of the evening." 

Guest ion: 


"There have been five different presidents 
involved in this business, each with a diverse outlook and 
opinion. Were they a]] evil men? Pursuing an evil course 
deliberately? You gave us no explanation of what they 
expected by pursuing this course." 

Rabbi Goldburg: 

"J'll repeat the euestion. There were 5 presidents 
all who pursued the war. Were they all evil men? What did 
they expect?" 

Daniel Fl1sberg: 


"All of tbor did evil in o 
we judge them? Judge why they did i 
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don't tell ’ll5? why they did it. The Pentagon Papers are 
based upon internal documents of the Government and these 
are basically opamio as to rotives. Bureaucrats don’t 
write what they believe and thej’ don't believe what they 
write. The Pentagon Papers tel] us what they wrote and 
what they did, but not why they did it - and they had many 
many motives each one for writing. The president, in turn, 
writes very little down at all, and even the Pentagon Papers 
don't reveal ruch of who he spoke to and what he might have 
said of his more private thoughts. So you have to rake 
guesses and speculations, and test them against the evidence 
that is available, including in particular evidence beyond what 
is available in the Pentagon Papers. I've tried to do that 
in the paper to which ARTHUR SCHLFSSINGFP was replying. 

Sene theories can be knocked down. That's why I concentrated 
or SCHLFSSINGFR'S own theory, which was that the war was a 
policy of which did attempt to exonerate the presidents by 
saying that they had - it was a war of inadvertence, a 
politics of inadvertence, that they had pursued a policy of 
one more step, each one prorises success. And I paraphrased 
that earlier when I say that that irnlioitly exonerates the 
presidents hy saying first that they were not told how costly * 
and how illegitimate, let's say, the war right be, but on 
the contrary, we're told that good or bad it would be over 
soon, and that covers a lot of evils in our government and in 
our country. People don't object. Why haven't they objected, 
v.by haven't the people objected to this wav over the last 
couple of years when they clearly regarded it as wrong? 

After all, more than SO percent of the Arerican people in 
polls now, say that this war is not merely nistaken, but 
irmoral. And yet, they've not rising up in revolt. Or 
even in the kinds of demonstrations we've seen in the past. 

Why is that? Well, because they think it is ending, if not 
over. The president tolls them it is over. 

"Was it true then that the president was told the 
same, as SCHLFSSINGFR says? No. This the Pentagon Papers 
dispose of conpletely. That we can rely on. The president 
was not told the war was over. So, in any case, the responsi¬ 
bility is the presidents' for what they did. I did give impl icitly 
but I'll just say it very briefly, what I think was a major 
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rctive bearing on then Iron 1P50 on. It goes bach to that 
period v.hrn Congressman NJXON, and Senator NIXON and then 
Vice ▼'resident NIXON were berating the democrats for .X years 
of treason and specifically for having lost. Indochina. That 
neriod, that date of Hay, 195C, which was when President 
TRUMAN. President TPUr/W, first gave IP milron dolla-s of 
credits which hy the way was left over from China s appro¬ 
priations which had not eone, gone to French and Indochina 
and entered tlse war directly in lay, )!fC. That followed 
hv about a counlc ef months, JOE VC W+UYT denouncements 
of the deroerais who started then, fo- having lo-t China, 
rcr the treason. That, in turn, followed !y days the second 
conviction of ALGER HISS, which in turn, followed the 
ern]osion of a Pussian nuclear bomb, and the atomic weapon, 
and later FUCPF care out and the spies and so foyth. bo 
the democrats were described as traitors for having 1 os^ 

China and for having allowed this to take place. I VG 

that rARny TFIJT'AII '?o:)*:]iicJoc1 that he vnr not nljont to ?. c 
the Incc of Indochina to the loss of China even if it reant 
hackin'" a French colonial rcconeuest which we clearly perceived 
irt-rnallv, hut did not tell the public was against the 
isbes of' the great majority of the Vietnarcse reople, and 
thus opposing self-deterrination. 

"Go be .entered that lie that vcai, the vcv\ 
earliest year of our involvement, and v,e never left it. 

Go thev did lie, they did pursue a policy for what they 
thought of as reasonable reasons, protecting the country 
frorr the dissension of a JOE MC CAPTHY period right then 
TV giving a long answer, but this is an important cuestion. 

IV almost finished - protecting the country frorr them, as 
NIXON would say he's protecting it right now from a REAGAN 
or a WAT I.ACF and as JO." NEON definite!:' said he was protecting 
^c country, to his friends, from a GOLDV/ATEP in •<*. 

In other words, 'If not re, sonoonc worse.’ - another reason 
for not suffering this challenge. They're all reasons. 

They're reasons for doing mite a bit. They arc not reasons 
for killing 2 million people. And 2 million people la.e 
died in Indochina because of our policy, civilians. In 
tbe period since Cambodia, wc have dropped only ,4C »™T 
tons of borbs on Cambodia, compared to A rillion in Vietnam. 

It took several rears and A million tons of bombs to convert 
a third of the population of Vietnam to refugees living 
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largely in carps, in wire enclosures, in ghettos on the 
edges of crowded cities, towns. That figure, a third of 
the population is a very interesting figure, having been 
driven there by bombs and shells, G nil] ion people. Tlie 
140,000 tons of borbs, a very srall nur’ber in Car^odia, 
under NIXON, have much more efficiently converted one third 
of the population into refugees, 2 million out of 0 nil lion, 
in a ruch shorter period of tire. Given the understanding 
that lie know of the newspapers, let alone the Pentagon 
Papers, I think that act can only be called evil. And 
although the rren who do it can, as I said earlier, be 
called patriotic, principled, dedicated, hard-working, loyal, 
and rar.y of then, more in earlier administrations than this 
come from Yale and Harvard and MIT and the best schools in 
this country and the best families in this country. Still, 
their values, I think, rust be re-examined in terms of 
what they have done." 


Puestion: 

"How can we ever change the policy since the 
Pentagon Papers show that you didn't mention those, but 
five presidents of varying background and party have 
pursued the sane policy?" 


DANIEL ELLSDERG: 

"The question is a good ouestion and a discouraging 
question. The record shows conclusively that it is not 
enough merely to change presidents for want of a different 
personality, nor is it enough to change parties. Of the 
25 years, Id have been under the democrats and 11 under the 
republicans - 11 going on IF or in if we re-elect NIXON. So 
that's not enough. It would seem necessary to change 
presidents to end the war, given the way NIXON had done, 
although his change on China gives sore hope conceivably 
that pressure, or whatever, could lead him to change this 
policy too and end this intervention in Asia. And I don't 
want to give up on that because giving up on that means at 
best suffering or dropping another half million tons of bombs. 
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"One other tactic though does seer to be 
promising, and I learned that in the Pentagon Papers, too, 
and that is the tactic by which the war was ended - the 
first phase of the war was ended in 1954. In that case 
the French premier did sorething uninue as far as I know, 
liENDES FRANCE on May 19, 1954 at a tire when I was in 
OCS in Quantico in Virginia in the Marine Corps when Diem 
Dien Phu was being besieged, with Marines actually lying 
offshore waiting to go to its rescue, a tine when RICHARD 
NIXON wanted to send those Marines in. And Dulles and 
Radford wanted to drop nuclear weapons to relieve them, 
at that tire MENDES FRANCE went before the French people 
and sa 'If I don't bring peace in 50 days I will resign.* 
And as that period went on, if you read the part in the 
Pentagon Papers in the first volume of the Beacon Press 
edition on the Geneva negotiations, the effect of tying 
his hands in that peculiar way, unprecedented way, was 
that he was able to say to his negotiating partners in 
England and America and sore Vietnamese, *Fay look, v.e. 
don't have a good deal yet but I have f days left.. J 
have 5 days left, 2 days.' And he got an armistice signed 
on June 20th, the 50th day of his negotiation and the 
armistice. 


"Now, that remains today as a reason for demanding 
of our candidate's something that they don't want to do 
unless they're pressed and they don't intend to do and 
that is to tie their hands beforehand. To give us a precise 
commitment - that's the .important thing of how and when they 
would end the war. A commitment which if it led to their 
election would be a commitment that we shared with the 
president and lie would share the responsibility with us and 
not bear it a].] on his own shoulders for whatever happened 
when he got out, Without that, I am not confident, I'r not 
certain that even a MUSTCIE would resist the temptation to 
postpone failure in Vietnam i f he got in. r.ut with that cormit- 
ment I think even a MUSICIE, maybe oven - any of them, really 
any of them, would got out. Co I think that that is some¬ 
thing that citizens can do. Can confront candidates and 
say in caucuses, in fund-raising dinners, when any kind of 
support is demanded in this year when they're more dependent 
on you than ever before, 'We want you to say publicly 
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exactly wliat you would do. MC GOVERN actually has said 
precisely what MENDES IRANCE said, that he would resign 
at a certain period. But even short of that, this could 
be very effective, and that is something I think, that it 
is achievable. 


Question: 

(Inaudible) 


DANIEL ELLSBERG: 

(Inaudible) "as well, call Vietnam the origins of 
revolution, as I say it just came out a couple of years 
ago, and I met CYRUS'^ANCE with whom I’d worked in the 
Defense Department, on a night in the spring of 1971 and 
he commented on this book which reveals the kind of thing 
I was talking about tonight. It has a quotation, for 
instance, that is rather stunning the first lime you read it 
in terms of our quote enemy. Ho Chi Minh, speaking as head 

of state in the spring of 1946 before the war broke out 

while he was still head of state, saying to JEAN SENTONNIE 
(phonetic), ’Give me something to go back with. Don’t 
let me go empty-handed like this from the negotiations. 

If it comes to a fight, we will fight, and you will kill one 

of ours and we will kill one of yours, but in the end it is 

you that will tire. You read this sort of thing, about this 
is the ran we’ve been fighting and this is the cause we’ve 
been fighting, VANCE said to me, in answer to your question 
in effect — he said to me that night, he’d just been reading 
this book, he said, ’Isn’t that a remarkable book? If only 
we’d had that in ’65.’ Well, I would like to think that that 
book would have made a lot of difference to us in ’65. 
Actually, I’m quite sure that it would have made a difference 
to me. I was very hungry for knowledge of the origins of the 
war. I was forced to rely on things that DEAN RUSK has been 
saying in public at that time; Bill Bundy and I would have 
been, I think, impressed by that. For what’s that worth? 
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Tbe answer though is that wouldn’t be worth very much. 

I don’t think that book would have made much difference 
and a sign of it is that the book had been out for about 
a year and was available to HENRY KISSINGER, who spoke to 
us that night at a backgrounds and he told us, 'Why do 
you ask us, he said to a questioner, why we don’t end the 
war. We are ending the war. The war is trending down and 
I assure you it will .contLnue to trend down.' 

"We learned the next morning from OSBORNJiK£LLIOT, 
the editor of 'Newsweek* who was part of this conference, 
and who was told by his reporters, that that night, before, 
when KISSINGER was speaking to us, the pre-invasion bombing 
of Laos lad begun. KISSINGER, I should say, also had 
available to him the 7,000 pages of the Pentagon papers in 
his White House office. He hadn’t read them and in fact, 

I had been unable to get him to read them when I asked 
him about it earlier. 

"So he had them. I’m sorry to say then that it 
doesn't follow that having them available would, with any 
high confidence, have ended the war, but it might have, 
and when I'm asked now do I regret anything about the 
Pentagon Papers bringing them to the public instead of 
just to the Senate when I did, I have to say, I only wish 
that I had done it two invasions earlier. It might have 
helped.” 


Rabbi GOLDBURG: 

"Friends, a final word, one from Shakespeare and 
me from the Bible; From Shakespeare the play Henry the 
VIIIth, at least attributed to William Shakespeare, when 
the king dismisses Cardinal Wolsey, the lines, 'If I had 
but served my God as faithfully as I have served my king, 
He would not have deserted me.* From the Bible, 'Put not 
your trust in princes. Peace is in your hands. Seek it 
and pursue it.' The sayings of the Fathers. Thank you. 
Shabat Shalom.” 
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Nixon On War, 


\ ? 

Jpaniel Ellsbcrg scored Preii-j 
dejt Nixon as not winding dovn|‘ 
the war as pledged, and as ear,•’.•I 
ing the distinction of having, 
dropped more aerial bombs on j 
human belr.zs than any other) 
president in history. 

The MIT scholar and re-f 
searcher v.ho roveulcd to the' 
nation the ‘ Pentagon Papers." ‘ 


Encouraged 
He added that he was 
ccaraged. citing intormatkn rfe’- 
vealed bv columnist Jack Ander- 
rcn. that many insiders-even 
in the White House - were not 
going to remain silenced in lor 
ei2n policy areas again. 

Elkbcrc was greeted by a 
standing ovati 'r. here, just v he 


Sri 1.400 people at the sixth- At the «TsCn.s speech at Yaln 
\ rn .-pl pon'p c-rvice at Congre 


he received the same response 
rc-ScH the general i 'atir.g the federal c-rp-nage act 

Ellsherg rciate^ U*8-^.. |n ,, b COfupiracy , 0 defraud the 
E'Sium. .rilis * **•*>< 

0 „ r c r o-t I 1 ** Frcnc.i ti-h.-i #l * 0t '*• P *' r f 

1 On Uie one liand v as I**i> rev 


iru there ;n YJ\** 

Fiv* Leisom 
Ellsbcrg said he learned in 
his s'udy of U S .invoivemeht 
in the war. five major lessons: 

1. ) “It has been one war lor 
25 years.** 

2. ) “It has been an American 

war all that time.” 

3. ) “It has been a prestden.iai 
war. often against the advice cf 

advisors.’ . 

4 . ) “It is not a civil war. Tiu- 
is the myth—col when one si-e 
is entirely financed. equippec. 
and aided by a foreign power. 

5. ) “It is a crime against ou» 
principles, cur Constitution. in¬ 
ternational law. the U.N chart¬ 
er. against ihe peace.’* 

Ellsbcrg was well received by 
the large congregation that turn¬ 
ed out despite cold, bitter 
Weather and poor driving condi¬ 
tions, and urged them to con¬ 
tinue individual effort to bring 


! lation of the secret documents 
on Vietnam War policies, be¬ 
cause of his eventual determi¬ 
nation that the war *as based 
on “lies, deception ar.d secre¬ 
cy" and. he said Friday, his 
with to help stop further escala 
tion of it. 

On the other hand was his 
discovery that he uas Presiden- 
f tial advisor fter.ry Kissinger's 
chief instructor ir. bargaining. 

Ellsbcrg. now a senior re¬ 
searcher at the Massachusetts 
Institute of 1 cchnolcgy, said 
Kissinger told him at a 1971} 
heeling st Harvard "Daniel 
Ellsberg taught me more abo-..t 

See ZLLEBERG Page 2 


aft e.’idTo' the war. 
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(Continued 
bargaining than any other per¬ 
son ” 

Ellsberg said that puzzled 
lim for a time until he recalled 
that he once lectured a Kissing¬ 
er seminar at Harvard on the 
Theory and Practice of Black¬ 
mail, M as well as another on 
“The Political Use of Mad¬ 
ness/' 

While not suggesting that 
Kissinger used his research, 
Ellsberg noted. “It's hair-rasing 
that they would be alive in his 
memory." 

He said that he finally de¬ 
cided to release the Pentagon 
Papers just after the Harvard*. 
Yale football game of 1970. 
when he learned that Hanoi had 
been bombed and feared an 
invasion of North Vietnam 
would follow. It was sub-r ouent- 


-4Je-4rdded, ‘‘Nixon’s slogan is 
that of George Crwell ia/J934’— 
‘War is Peace." 

Ellsberg said. “It’s up to us I 
to answer Nixon, to show that 
it's a slander on the American 
people to say that they don’t 
know* the difference between 
war and peace." 

In counterpoint, he was 
“thankful f o r Nixon’s China 
policy, I’m thankful that we can 
change a policy Nixon and his 
contemporaries started 20 years 
ago." The television coverage of 
the China visit “shows that 


si milar sec recy. “I , would l ike 
the officials to think - that what 
they’re writing might be seen 
some day* by their wives and 
children.” instead of just the 
Defense Department. 

Cites D»?fense 

Just returned from a hearing 
on motions connected with his 
case in Los Angeles, Ellsberg 
said his defense would be that 
he had not violated a law. He 
contends that the Espionage Act 
“was not intended to cover" his 
action. 

He also noted that “the last 


peace can look like," Ellsberg 1 ! American to be tried'for giving 
said, “greeting former enemies I secrets to Americans was 


lv learned that tn* invasion had j 
been considered, he said. 

“The Pentagon Papers are 
out, the bombing is going on." 
he said, but “I hope I have 
achv ved ir. oa « c:Vrz on 
that kind ct th*i..l. making it, 


as friends/ 

Despite his optimism about 
the shift in the China policy, 
Ellsberj! observed that “It's 
I maddening, or sadening, to 
j think what Nixon would be say¬ 
ing if a Democrat was doing 
‘ iL" 

Buckley Examplt 

i 

WM. Nixon would be say:n; 


Ellsberg explained, would be 
similar to conservative colum¬ 
nist William F. Buckley’s re¬ 
mark to television commentator 
Barb-ira Waiters during the 
N::um tup. 


I Hi* * 

harder (for the government ) to* Ellsberg said Miss Walters 

1 noted that the Cainese “don't 
j look like enemies, the regime 
seems to have done them 
good.” According to Ellsberg. 
Buckley interjected, “I wouid be 
very’ cautious about saying that. 


Yale Man—Nathan Hale." 

Ellsberg said that the intent 
of his action was a key to the 
case, ard that “It obvio»is!v 
was not to harm tne country. 
His case, he said, “has a bear¬ 
ing on the right of the govern¬ 
ment to carry on an undeclared 
war in violation of treaties/’ 

The P*:; ag' M Papers also 
produced another revelation, he 
said, concerning the relation¬ 
ship of the American people 
an 1 their government. “It’s 
rra**v: rz # !i* f N # v>n .u*d the 
t.niT preforms fe.t t/.vy n.id to 
lie/- 


lie. a* the president did about 
Cambodia." 

Ellsberg declared that t h e 
US. involvement in trie Viet¬ 
nam war is "no mistake," but 
rather an “enduring part of na¬ 
tional policy" 

President Nixon's problem he \ 
said, has been the “selling of 
the war. and he has done very 
well; it's a war he was elected 
to stop." 

Ellsberg said Nixon has suc¬ 
ceeded in selling the American 
public on the war by “making it 
invisible, by shifting it to the 
air, with no reporters cn opera¬ 
tions, and with American casu¬ 
alizes down—the only dimen¬ 
sion Americans are believed to 
perceive . . . Nixon s gambiing 
that we believe that the war is 
dying, assuming t h e public 
doesn't perceive the deaths we 
iriftct-otr-Asians/' 


if I were you. 

That sort of “Joe McCarthy" 
fear has maintained the Viet¬ 
nam policy through five Demo¬ 
cratic presidents. Ellsberg said 

To end the war, Americans 
mast do more than change the 
political party in the White 
House, he said. “Candidates 
most say precisely how and 
when they will end the war. 
People can demand that in that 
one vulnerable (election) year 
when politicians need something 
ironi you." 

Ellsberg. who is a summa 
cum laude graduate of Harvard 
and worked lor the hand Corpo 
ration, the Defense Department, 
and. in 1967. with Klinger at 
Randon Vietnam policy, said 
hehoped' the revelat;vn-«f-the 
Pentagon Papers would prevent 
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ICE 


FEDLItAL IIL"ItKAl! OF INVESTIGATION 

Log Angeles, California 
April 7, 19,2 



DANIFL FLLSBFRG: 

A NTH PITY J03FFH RUSSO, JR. 


On March 23, 1972, Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr. 
filed notice of substitution of attorneys before the U. S. 
District Court, Central District of California, in Los 
Angeles. This notice indicated that Defendant Anthony 
Joseph Russo, Jr. substitutes Leonard I Ueinglass, H. 

Peter Young, and Jeffrey B. Kupcrs as his attorneys of 
record in the case. United States of America versus 
Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr.. Daniel Fllsberg, Defendants. 
Those attorneys were substituted in place of attorneys 
Michael P. Balabon and Barry Portmann. of the Federal 
Public Defenders Office. Weinglass 1 address was indicated 
as 108 Washington Street, Newark, New Jersey: Young's 
address as 604 Mam Street, Venice. California and Kupers' 
address is 6i9 South Bennie Erae, Los Angeles, California. 
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San Francisco, California 
April 6, 1972 


DANIEL ELL^nEPG; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUS^O , J7U 


Durinq period June 13-15, 1371, " T he Mew York T inor,," 
a daily newspaper published in Nex* York oitv, published the so- 
called "Pentaaon Papers." Daniel Ellsbero has since publicly 
admitted beinc responsible for nakina the documents available 
to the news media in the United States. Anthony Joseph Russo, 
Jr., and Daniel Gllsbern are currently under indictment for 
viola tion *of Title IP, Section 371, United states Code (Con¬ 
spiracy) ? Title 18, Section 641, United state*? Code (Stealino, 
Concenlinq, Unauthorized Conveyino and neceivina Stolen 
Government Property); and Title 18, Sections 797 (c), (d) and 

(fe). Uni ted States Code (Espionaee Act). Tnvestination has 
indicated that Daniel Ellsberq may hav*-' had help in reproducinn 
and distributino these documents to various newspapers throuqh- 
out the country. Tnvostiaation is b^im condu£_toH to determine 
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which contains a transcript of a press conference held by 
ANTHONY RUSSO on 3/22/72, and as attachments, a Ramparts 
Magazine press release, a press release made by RUSSO and 
a Ramparts Magazine article written by RUSSO and appearing 
in the April issue of the magazine. The LHM is dated as 
above and captioned "ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR." 

Enclosed for Boston and Washington Field are one 
copy each of the LHM. 

The tape .from which the transcript was made will 
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INlAl) STATES DEPARTMENT OF 


TICE 


mil K.U »>K l> VKs’l iCATIoN 

Los Anmeles, California 
April 3, 1972 


ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO. JR. 


On March 22, 1972, Anthony Joseph Russo held an 
informal press conference on the si dev/a lk in front of Rand 
Corporation, 1700 Main Street, Santa Monica, California. It 
was attended by approximately 20 members of the Los Angeles, 
California Press Corps, which 'included television coverage, 
and approximately ten other individuals who arrived at the 
conference with Rus>bo. Only dne of those ten individuals 
was further identified and thpt was a woman v/ho identified 
herself as Katherine vlarktey/ the wife of Anthony \Russo. 

An unidentified wd^n introduced Russo t\ the 
press and was observed by Sfcecial Agents of the FBI handing 
out copies of Ramparts Magazine prior to the press conference. 

The following is a transcript of the press conference: 
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WOMAN: Mr. RUSSO worked for the Rand Corporation for four 
and a half years, and has intimate personal knowledge of 

t 

the kinds of studies that go on at Rand, and knows that these 
studies are being kept secret not because they would 
compromise American security, but because if revealed, they 
would embarrass American officials and discredit our policy 
in Southeast Asia. 

MR. RUSSO: Have you all read the press statement? Maybe I 

could just go into this a... When President NIXON goes 

» 

before the American people, and he says that he has secret 
information which is guiding him in his decisions about the 
war, he is referring to data analysis that a., that's provided 
by places like the Rand Corporation here. Government funded 
agencies. Rand is known as the "think tank" of so-called 
^ scholars and experts, who are commissioned by Government 
leaders to do research, which is supposed to be needed for 
policy decisions. The research, however, is often kept 
secret from the people and the Congress as well. The 
official rationale used to justify such secrecy is that the 
information would aid America's enemies. But, as I 
discovered in the four and a half years that I worked at the 
Rand Corporation, the Government has far different reasons 
for fearing publication of Rand's research. Number one, the 
Rand Corporation keeps secret information that might 
discredit some of America's public officials and their 
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policies. Number two, sore Hand studies fabricate information 
in order to justify whatever foreign policy decisions America's 
leaders want to make. Now a good case in point, and something 
that I want to go into in as much detail as you gentlemen 
wish, is the Rand Vietcong Motivation and Morale Project. Now 
if this was made public, it would be as revealing as the 

» 

Pentagon Papers. This is the project which produced the Goure 
Bombing Strategy, for example, the Goure' Bombing Strategy is 
the rationale which lies at the roots of President NIXON'S 
massive escalation of the air war in Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam. 
Now, I worked on the Vietcong Motivation and Morale Project from 
.1965 until 1968. I spent 2b months in Vietnam collecting data 
through interviews with captured Vietcong, North Vietnamese, 
and refugees from heavily bombed areas. Tens of thousands of 
— pages of testimony by the Vietnamese were recorded and 

transcribed, but never released to the public. Now this is 
information that is as old as eight years. 

QUESTION: Are you saying that the Rand Corporation is immoral, 

Mr. RUSSO? 

MR. RUSSO: I'm saying that as long as they keep this information 
secret, they are complicit in the, what I feel, are the crimes of 
aggression and genocide in Vietnam. 
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QUESTION: What about your own morality? People consider 

that you have violated a trust. 

MR. RUSSO: Well I disagree sir, and I'd like to go into 
that in as much detail as you wish, because it's a matter of 
conscience, and it is the way that consciousness grows out 
of conscience, or the way conscience grov/s out of consciousness, 
and that's the kind of thing that we're gonna have out in court. 
QUESTION: It's your word against a lot of other peoples. 

MR. RUSSO: It's not that sir, it's a matter of fact, and 
provable f%ct too. 

QUESTION: Mr. RUSSO, how do you presuppose to set yourself 
above everyone else and declare these things, aside from the 
Government, as being revealable at this time? And how do you 
suppose that the average layman in any industry, including the 
Rand Corporation here, can or should set themselves up and 
declare things not secret that are? How is the average man 
supposed to detail this to the public? 

MR. RUSSO: The average man is supposed to follow his conscience. 
I do not set myself above anyone. I simply ask that you go and 
ask them for the facts. I think that a., the facts speak for 
themselves. I don't wish to set myself above anyone, sir. 
QUESTION: Do you say that they are not following their 

consciences? 
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MR. RUSSO: I say they are following bureaucratic rules. 
QUESTION: What about you? You violated a trust, Mr. RUSSO. 

MR. RUSSO: That’s an accusation sir that I think is a.. 
QUESTION: You have admitted that you have violated a trust. 

MR. RUSSO: I have not admitted I violated a trust. I said 
that I took responsibility for making the Pentagon Papers 
available to the American people, sir. 

QUESTION: Is that not violating a trust? 

MR. RUSSO: No sir, that was not violating a trust. 

» 

QUESTION: Mr. RUSSO, did you classify those documents yourself 
as secret? 

MR. RUSSO: No, I didn't. 

QUESTION: TONY, what does this report say? I mean get into 
it. What's the point. If, as you say it's revealing as the 
Pentagon Papers, lay some facts on us. 

MR. RUSSO: What it does, what it does is it shows the war at 
a grassroots level, you see. It shows the inherent justice of 
the Vietnamese revolution. It shows that the Vietnamese are 
idealists. It shows that they are patriots. They're patriots 
much like the people who fought in our revolutionary war, in 
Virginia, where I grew up. 

QUESTION: Which Vietnamese? 
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MR. RUSSO: Which Vietnamese? It's very hard to distinguish 
between the Vietnamese. 

QUESTION: The ones that live in the North or the South? 
QUESTION: TONY, are you talking about the North Vietnamese, 
or the South Vietnamese? 

MR. RUSSO: I'm talking about the North Vietnamese and the 
South Vietnamese, the ones who are aligned against us in 
Vietnam. The ones who work for us, are members of the comprador 
class, the* people who have sold out their own countrymen really. 
QUESTION: Are you still indigent? 

MR. RUSSO: Am I still indigent, virtually yes sir. 

QUESTION: How do you maintain that? 

MR. RUSSO: How do I maintain what? 

QUESTION: Your indigency. 

MR. RUSSO: I don't understand the question. 

QUESTION: You just not work? Is that it or.. 

MR. RUSSO: I don't understand the question sir. 

QUESTION: He says that you don't work, and how are you getting 

along? How are you supporting yourself if you're indigent? 

MR. RUSSO: I spend all of my time trying to organize my 
defense. 
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QUESTION: TONY, the remark you made about the Vietnamese, 
a lot of people are not going to understand that. I'm going 
to give you another crack. You're praising the North Vietnamese 
as being great patriots and etcetera, and the South Vietnamese, 
if I follow you, as being, you know, nothing akin to almost 
traitorous. Do you really mean that? 

MR. RUSSO: I mean that the North Vietnamese and the South 
Vietnamese that we are fighting, sir, are patriots really. 

You see, they are not manipulated by any outside forces. They 
are intelligent, determined, and committed, really. Now I 
spent two years talking to them in the prisons of South Vietnam, 
and this is something that took a long., it took a long time 
for me to realize this, you see. When I first went there, 

I wanted to believe that they were terrorists. I wanted to 
believe that they were communists who were a..manipulated 
from the outside, but that was not the case at all. 

QUESTION: You didn't find any patriots or people who believe 
they were fighting for a just cause among the South Vietnamese? 
MR. RUSSO: Very few, very few. 

QUESTION: But this is just from your assumption, is it not? 

Your basing your entire actions on your own assumption. 

MR. RUSSO: No sir, I'm basing these on fact, sir. And if you 
could.. 
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QUnoTION: Do you speak Vietnamese? 

MR. RUSSO: Yes sir, I learned some Vietnamese, and spoke 
it while I was there. 

QUESTION: And you could interpret during the period you were 
there? You know exactly what they were saying? 

MR. RUSSO: I know a great deal about what they were saying. 

I think if you a., you seem to have a great deal of doubt. 

I., would.. I would.. 

QUESTION: Yes I do have doubt sir. 

MR. RUSSO:* I would recommend that you a., go and ask the 
Rand Corporation to show you some of these interviews sir. 
QUESTION: Would you be more specific Mr. RUSSO about the 
facts that you want to tell us. 

MR. RUSSO: Yes, I wanted to.. I wanted to a.. 

QUESTION: Well, I'm talking about real facts sir? 

MR. RUSSO: Real facts, yes, yes, real facts. 

QUESTION: What are the facts that you want to reveal to the 
public? The specific facts. 

MR. RUSSO: I want to reveal the facts about these..about this 
testimony, about the interviews that the RandCorporation has, 
that they've had for eight years, that they are not releasing. 
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QUESTION: Mr. RUSSO, in the Ramparts article, you said that 
.there were atrocities mentioned in the interviews, and that’s 
one of the reasons why these studies v/ere not released to the 
public. 

MR. RUSSO: Yes. 

QUESTION: What were some of these atrocities? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, a., for example, I..I have some notes here 
which show how the Koreans behaved in Vietnam. Now this is 
one of the most, one of the most insidious aspects of the 
American involvement in Vietman, is that it pits Asians against 
Asians really. Nov; the Koreans, the mercenaries that we have 
hired to go and fight in Vietnam, have behaved in.. for example 
in the following manner. Now this is what some of the 
interviews say. Ah, for example, a refugee said in an interview. 
A refugee said: "They killed at random, I don't see why the 
Koreans should kill the children". Another prisoner said that 
the Koreans, in speaking of what happened in a specific village, 
he said, "the Koreans killed about 53 persons, including 
women and children". And he goes on to name the village in 
the province. He said: "They raped the women in these areas. 
There were times they killed the women after they raped them." 

And another refugee said: "Wherever the Korean soldiers went, 
if they heard gunshots, they would gather all the people in 
the hamlet, men, women, and children, and kill them all". Now 
you see this.. 
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QUESTION: What are you reading now? Are these part of 
your report that you submitted, your findings? 

MR. RUSSO: This is word by word quotation from some of the 
interviews, you see. Now I worked on the interviews and have 
some notes of my own, you see. But the entire set of testimony 
amounts to tens of thousands of pages of transcript. And these 
are the kinds of things that will come out, you see. 

QUESTION: TONY, you mentioned atrocities committed by say 
people like North Koreans and South Koreans, you never 
mentioned atrocities about North Koreans. You never talk 
about North Koreans being in Laos, and Cambodia. I mean if 
you.. 

MR. RUSSO: North Koreans? 

QUESTION: I say North Vietnamese in Laos, Cambodia. Your all 
the time talking about like North Korean atrocities. What 
about North Vietnamese atrocities? 

MR. RUSSO: I would say that a., probably people from all sides 
in this war, have been involved in atrocities. 

QUESTION: Then don't you think that everybody fighting in this 
thing should be condemed? 

MR. RUSSO: I think all terrorism, and all the violence should 
be condemed. But.. 
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QUESTION: Well then why don't you say that TONY? 

MR. RUSSO: I just said it sir. 

QUESTION: Yeah, but., at my urging, and my prodding. 

MR. RUSSO: Well, I think., well see.. I think it's a matter 
of emphasis here. We kill tens of thousands of people, see, 
with B-52 bombs that explode v/hole mile square areas, you see. 
QUESTION: But not like in Hue where they killed three 

thousand, where the North Vietnamese slaughtered, documentation. 

Rand's got that. You know about it. Everybody did. 

» 

MR. RUSSO: We kill thousands in one bombing, sir. 

QUESTION: Where? 

MR. RUSSO: In Vietnam, in Laos, in Cambodia. 

QUESTION: Where? Where? Where? 

MR. RUSSO: Throughout. 

QUESTION: Where? You say everyday. I understand they can't 
even see the ground through the leaves. They don't hit 
population areas. 

MR. RUSSO: Between three hundred and four hundred people per 
day, sir, are hit. 

QUESTION: When you took the job at Rand Corporation, were 
you told that you would be working on secret documents, and 
did you agree to this? 
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MR. RUSSO: It's a matter of what's secret, you see. I had 
no understanding of the way in which things were classified, 
when I went to the Rand Corporation, no. 

QUESTION: Well, what were your requirements for your position? 
MR. RUSSO: For my position? The requirements? We11, I 
interviewed a gentleman who a., a.. 

QUESTION: No, I mean you know, did you., were you., well what 

did you think the Rand Corporation was? 

MR. RUSSO: What did I think it was? 

» 

QUESTION: Uh, huh. 

MR. RUSSO: I thought it was a research institution. 

QUESTION: What your saying, it turned out to be a public 
relations agency? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, it really is a kind of public relations 
agency, yes. You see, there are two kinds of public relations 
that the Government practices. One is a kind of external PR, 
the kind of thing that they did in 1964 with the Gulf of Tonkin 
incident, which was manufactured to gain public support, and to 
get a congressional resolution, which the executive interpreted 
as a congressional declaration of war. And you see, a., there’s 
another kind of thing too, and that is the selling of policies 
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throughout the Government. And this is the Kind of thing 
that the Rand Corporation engages in. They write reports 
which promote and sell the policies of certain officials 
throughout the Government. For example, the escalation from 
the advisor war, between 1961 and 1965 > the escalation from 
that phase of the war to the phase of the war known as the 
"Limited War Phase", between '66 and the present. That 
excalation, you see, needed a rationale, and this is the 

kind of thing that the Rand Corporation provided. For example, 

» 

I'll.. 

QUESTION: We were told when we were going to come this 
morning that you were going to tell secrets that would embarrass 
the Government. Could you tell us some? 

MR. RUSSO: That's what I've been telling you ma'am. I've 
been discussing this. 

QUESTION: Well, patriotism on the part of the North Vietnamese 
is more or less a valuedism, and even if you have facts to 
back it up, what sort of specific facts do you have that you 
could give us this morning? 

QUESTION: Besides just opinions, TONY. 

QUESTION: Your opinions may or may not be true, but give us 
some information which can make us believe what you are saying. 
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MR. RUSSO: Well, I'm jiving you information about the., 
a about the studies that the Rand Corporation has. I'll 
give you this. I'll give you a., a column that was written 
by CARL ROWAN. 

QUESTION: Well, we're talking about you, you worked at the 
Rand Corporation, you were supposed to reveal facts that you 
knew about. Not CARL ROWAN, he didn't work for Rand 
Corporation. 

MR. RUSSO: Well, ma'am, I want to tell you the fact of the 

» 

matter is that the Rand Corporation conducted a study called 
the Vietcong Motivation and Morale Study, that was used as a 
rationale for escalation. Now that is not known, you see. 

And when I refer to CARL ROWAN, if you'll let me finish, the 
study which ROWAN refers to in 1966 as., you see he doesn't 
name the study. What I'm doing is naming the study. Can you 
understand that? Mr. ROWAN said: "This secret study lies 
at the heart of President Johnson's present strategy". And 
that was the Vietcong Motivation and Morale Study. That was 
the a.. 

QUESTION: You worked on that? 

MR. RUSSO: Yes. 

QUESTION: And what were some of the specific facts from that? 
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MR. RUSSO: The specific facts? The specific facts were 
•that we went to Vietnam. We interviewed on the order of a 
thousand people, Vietnamese. We have tens of thousands of 
pages of testimony from these people. It shows the 
grassroots nature of the war. It shows the specifics of 
the war at that level. And it’s the kind of thing which 
should be made public. Nov; that's the thing that I think 
you., ladies and gentlemen of the press.. 

QUESTION: You said you interviewed the North Vietnamese or 
the South A r ie tnamese . 

MR. RUSSO: North Vietnamese and South Vietnamese both. 
QUESTION: The Vietnamese that you are talking about, are 
they Vietcong? 

MR. RUSSO: Yes, they're known as Vietcong, yes. 

QUESTION: OK. Now in this same level, what the conclusions 

that you are coming to are yours, not., the Government could 
have seen., saw it the other way. 

MR. RUSSO: Well, I say that the basic data, the testimony 
of the Vietnamese should be made public so that you don't have 
to rely on my opinion, you see. So that you could read them 
yourself. So that scholars could read them. So that scholars 
could assess these things. Do you understand? 




QUESTION: Are you saying the Government would ignore the 
results of these studies and choose a course that seems 
totally ridiculous in light of what you have revealed? 

MR. RUSSO: I think because it goes against their., the grain 
of their vested interest probably. 

QUESTION: Are you saying they are withholding papers of the 
importance of the Pentagon Papers? 

MR. RUSSO: Excuse.. Excuse me sir. 

QUESTION: How did that study produce the bombing strategy 

» 

that you talked about earlier? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, it showed., it produced data from which 

f 

LEON GOURE, the project director, wrote reports which 
emphasied the relationship between the bombing and falling 
morale of the Vietcong. For example, as CARL ROWAN says, he 
says: "It is this study that reportedly has convinced 
President Johnson that as long as Hanoi refuses peace talks, 
he has no alternative but to continue the bombing and the 
military pressure". Now here’s the key, the very key part. 

It says "the hope is that sooner rather than later, the 
Communist morale will descend past the breaking point". You 
see the study said that morale, the Vietcong morale, was going 
down because of the bombing, but this was untrue. The study 
demonstrated no methodology to support this you see, is my 
contention. And I think that if the facts are brought out, 
we’ll see that. 
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QUESTION: Are you saying that the studies were perverted to 
provide a rationale for escalation? 

MR. RUSSO: Yes, I think so. The results of the study v;ere 
used to provide a rationale for escalation. Whereas, if they 
were looked at in greater detail, without bias, those interviews 
would really shov/ who the Vietnamese people are, you see. And 
that's the crucial thing. In America's eyes, the Vietnamese 
people have no real identity, you see. They are gooks, or 
slopes, or^ terrorists, you know. These are the things we used 
to refer to them. Whereas, these interviews would show that 
they really are idealists. They're patriots. They're 
committed revolutionaries. 

QUESTION: Are you saying they're withholding papers of the 
importance of the Pentagon Papers? 

MR. RUSSO: Yes sir, yes sir, yes sir. 

QUESTION: In what way? 

MR. RUSSO: The Pentagon Papers on the one hand show decision 
making in Washington. They show how our leaders made policy. 

The Rand papers, the Rand interviews, the testimony of the 
Vietnamese shows the grassroots side of the war. It shows the 
anguish of the war. It shows the guts of the war in detail, 
you see. This is something the Pentagon Papers don't go into. 
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QUESTION: Your talking about grassroots. What do you mean? 
That North Vietnamese are correct, and the South Vietnamese 
are incorrect? 


MR. RUSSO: 

No, not at all, not at all. 

QUESTION: 

V/hat do you mean by it? 

MR. RUSSO: 

It shows activities in the villages. It shows what 


goes on. It shows v/hat people feel about the Americans. It 
shows what they do in their daily life. It shows why they 
fight against the Americans. It shows why they fought against 
the American imposed Government to begin with. The American 
imposed Government of President NGO DIN ZIEM (phonetic) you 
see, was a CIA creation. It did not fit the situation in 
Vietnam, and it shows why the Vietnamese rebelled against it, 
from a personal point of view, you see. 


QUESTION: 

Even if Rand wanted to release these papers, do 

you really 

think they could? 

MR. RUSSO: 

Certainly they could. All they have to do is 

bring them 

out the door, and give them to you. 

QUESTION: 

So why haven't they done it? What will it take to 

force them 

to? 

MR. RUSSO: 

I think the reason why they haven't done it is 

that these 

interviews would embarrass and discredit the policies 


of HENRY KISSINGER and HENRY KISSINGER'S close personal friend 
and colleague FRED IKLE as head of the Social Science Department 
right here at Rand. And he has administrative jurisdiction 
over the..this testimony, you see. 
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QUESTION: Mr. RUSSO, the article on Rand says that you're 
going to talk about a Crop Defoliation Destruction Project. 

Can you tell us about that. What have the people been told 
about it? What do the study's show, that contradicts that 
if anything? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, the studies.. Well the people have been 
told very little about it. The study that I did assessed the 
effectiveness of the U.S. Crop Destruction Program in Vietman, 
you see. And the conclusions of that study were that the 
Program was highly ineffective. That for every pound of 
rice that we denied the Vietcong, with that program, we denied 
civilians, rural peasants one hundred pounds of rice. So the 
rationale that the Government used was incorrect. The Vietcong 
were not growing rice in isolated areas to be destroyed, that 
could be easily destroyed. The Vietcong were getting their 
rice from the people. And we were destroying rice throughout 
the rural environment, you see. So it was only hurting the 
Vietcong to the extent that it was hurting the general economy. 
These were the results that I came up with. I have the 
statistics to prove it. And the study was ignored by the 
authorities. MC NAMARA got the study, read it, and sent it 
out to General WESTMORELAND, and said: "Why on earth have we 
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been do inf.; this for six years, when this study shows the 
program to be ineffective"? Well, General WESTMORELAND 
didn’t bother to answer him really. He simply had one of 
his men, who is a Rand consultant by the name of DAVID GRIGGS, 
he simply had one of his men write out a denial of the study, 
and say that he had flown over the areas in his helicopter, 
and had seen that it was effective. Which was sheer fabrication, 
you see. He didn't address the issues of the study. Now the 
most dissa£pointing thing about this is it seems that General 
WESTMORELAND had no., gave no consideration whatsoever to the 
welfare of the Vietnamese, of the non-combatants. 

QUESTION: How do you know all these specific facts..Hew do 

you know all these details of this? 

MR. RUSSO: Because I traveled throughout the countryside in 
Vietnam, and because I a., because I a., interviewed, because 
I analysed the statistics, because I did conduct the study, 
write it up. 

QUESTION: And what year was that first study taken? The first 
thing that you talked about? 

MR. RUSSO: That was in a.. The first study? What do you 
mean? 

QUESTION: The Moral Study. 
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I'R. RUSSO: It started in 196U, and continued through 19&9- 
You see^ when it first started there were.. It was done by- 
two professors, JOSEPH ZASLOV of Pittsburg University, and 
JOHN DONNELL of Temple University. They went out there and 
interviewed for six months. They interviewed prisoners. 

They care back and they briefed... 

QUESTION: Well, I thought you said that you did it? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, I worked on it see. Let me correct, if 
I may. Let me make myself clear. This was a study that 
involved dozens of people, you see. And I worked on the 
study as part of the team. Now what.. Let me finish this. 

What happened is, see these two gentlemen came back, and they 
had a very realistic view of what was going on in Vietnam. They. 
QUESTION: Were they involved with the Rand Corporation? 

--MR. RUSSO: Yes, they were. They came back and they briefed 
Assistant Secretary of Defense JOHN T. MC NAUGKTON. And they 
told him that what was a..that the Vietcong were committed, 
that they were idealists, that they were patriots, you see. 

And Assistant Secretary MC NAUGHTON said that If that's the 
case, if that's true, then we're fighting on the wrong side." 
That is a quote. That's a direct quotation from JOHN T. 

MC NAUGHTON. Now after that, these two professors were sent 
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back boro, and new personnel v/ere sent to Vietnam. LEON 
GOURE was the new project director. And he had quite a 
different story to tell, you see. He changed the entire 
direction of the study. The results then came to be that 
morale was going down, that bombing was having a big effect. 
He did not emphasize at all the points that ZASLOV and 


DONNELL had emphasized. 

QUESTION: What year was that? 

MR. RUSSO: That was in 196^ and 1965• 

• , 

QUESTION: What was GOURE's connection with the Air Force, if 


any? 

MR. RUSSO: GOURE's connection with the Air Force? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

MR. RUSSO: He had worked with themc^er a long period of years 
here at the Rand Corporation. 

QUESTION: What years again, did you work here at the Rand 
Corporation? 

MR. RUSSO: Between 196k and 1969- 

QUESTION: Will you summarize for me just for a moment the 
two studies that you're talking about, and just briefly 
summarize what they are, what they show? These studies 
that you say should be made available. 
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MR. RUSSO: 


First, the Vietcong Motivation and Morale Project 


contains tens of thousands of pages of testimony from 

Vietnamese, at the grassroots level in the war in Vietnam. 

Now from these data, analyses were made at the Rand Corporation, 

which for the most part were, I think, sheer fabrication. 

» 

These were the reports done by LEON GOURE. These were the 
reports that provided the rationale for the escalation in 1966 . 
These were the reports that CARL ROWAN refers to. I'll give you 
a copy of it if you like. These were the reports that CARL 
ROWAN refers to when he says that they were the secret studies 
which lay at the heart of President JOHNSON'S war policies. j 
Now what I'm saying is that the interviews..the testimonies 
should be made public so that scholars, and the American public 
could see for themselves, the nature of this war. They are the 
Pentagon Papers at the grassroots level, you see. The Pentagon 
Papers as we know them are in..at lofty heights of policy 
making in Washington. These Rand..the Rand testimony, the 
Rand records of Vietnamese testimony shows the guts of the war. 
QUESTION: Weren't those studies commissioned by the Pentagon? 
Aren't they really owned by the Pentagon, not by Rand Corporation 
MR. RUSSO: I think the point of the matter is that they're 
owned by the American people. There's nothing in those studies 
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that could h r ~Ip the enemy. I mean, how could testimony, that 
is the so called enemy, how could testimony by the so called 
enemy help him? They are his own words, really. 

QUESTION: Would an individual research effort, though, be 
able to be understood by people here? 

MR. RUSSO: Oh yes indeed! Certainly, certainly, certainly. 

This is one of the things that the social scientists..it's 
one of the problems with social science is that they engage 
in a lot of jargon, which is really unnecessary. There's 
nothing at all in those reports, there's nothing at all in 
those tens of thousands of pages of testimony by the Vietnamese 
that could not be understood by the man in the street, you 
see. 

QUESTION: But in that same time, weren't there different points 

of view coming back from studies in Vietnam? 

MR. RUSSO: Well, there were points of view. You see, I 
maintain that these points of view in support of U.S. policy 
were based on highly erroneous assumptions. And I think that's 
what we have to examine at this point. 

QUESTION: TONY, in your own words, you say you went there and 
you had.. I mean in this article, you went there and you 
already had an opinion, that the Vietcong already were patriots, 
even though you go on to say you support JFK in here. 
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MR. RUSGO: Well, sec I.. 

QUESTION: Then you still say that in I96M you didn't think 
Rand was, well, a good outfit, and yet., so you obviously 
went into this thing in a biased manner. You.. Your saying a.. 
MR. RUSSO: Well, I say that everybody goes into something 
with an opinion. I went into it, and for the first six months 
my.. I suspended my judgement. I have letters from Vietnam 
to prove it, that I wrote to friends. 

QUESTION: What was your purpose for calling the news conference 

» 

here at Rand this morning? 

MR. RUSSO: To call attention to the testimony of the Vietnamese 
that is held by the Rand Corporation here, that has not been 
released. 

QUESTION: Are you calling for other employees at Rand to do 
^ what you and Dr. ELLSBERG did? 

MR. RUSSO: I think that the Rand Corporation management should 
release these studies. If they do not, I think it is up to 
every individual, and especially the workers at Rand to do 
what they can to make these studies available to the American 
people. 

QUESTION: The news conference was called today by Ramparts 
Magazine. What is the connection this morning with Ramparts 
Magazine, and what do you have to say? 
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MR. RU3S0: Well Ramparts Magazine is coming out with a.. 

I think it’s on the newstand today, with an issue which has 


'si 


an article by me. It's an autobiographical essay, which 
goes into a lot of the detail of things which I've talked 
about this morning. 

QUESTION: For a long time we've all known that there are 
secret documents perhaps of the equivalent of the Pentagon 
Papers. What are you trying to say today? 

MR. RUSSO:* I'm saying that these are complimentary to the 
Pentagon Papers. That they are just as important, and that 
they show who the Vietnamese are, you see. This is the most 
important thing. Who are the Vietnamese? Who are the people 
that we are killing at the rate of 300 people per day? We’re 
still doing this, you see. Who are the Vietnamese? Who are 
our victims? The answer to that lies in those files in there, 
and they should not be classified. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 
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On !'•>"ch 22, 1972, Richard H. Best/Chief Security 
Officer, Rand Corporation, identified Leon/Gour& as a 
consultant to the Social Sciences Department, Rand, and 
presently wording at T „he University/ of Miami, Coral Gables, 
Florida Josen^^a^lov, n consultant to the Social Sciences 
Department, Rand, and presently working in Pittsburgh, - , - 7 " 
-Pennsylvania : John ConvlrK.JDonnell, a consultant to the Social 
Sciences Department, Rand, sTftd presently working in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and DavicN^Griggs, a consultant to 
the Physical Sciences Department, RandV and presently employed 
at the University of California at Los Angeles, California. 

Herewith attached are single copies of a press 
release handed out by Russo, a Ramparts Magazine press release 
handed out by an unidentified woman accompanying Russo and 
an artic le* which is scheduled to appear in the April issue of 
Ramparts Magazine, authored by Anthony Russo. 
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rru-.ss ST/YiLi 


Wo hr. vo asked you hero today 1 o die runs the way in which the 
RAND C05TORAY3 0N cooperates wi th the executive branch to keep secret 
Iren* the American public i nfornnti on that v;oulc3 discredit United 
States policies in Southeast Asia. 

When President Nixon goes before the American people and 
savs he has secret informtion which is ouidino hip in his decisions 
about the war, he is referring to data and analysis provided by j 

government-funded agencies like the RAND CORPORATION. PAMD is a 
Think Tar.:: of so-called scholars and experts who arc commissioned 
by covernrcrit leaders to do research v:hirh is needed for rakina 
policy decisions. The research, however, is often kept secret from 
the public and Conarcss as v:e3 1. 

The official rationale used to justify such secrecy is that 
the information would "aid /America's encnd.es." Hut, as T discovered 
in'.the four and one-half years I 'worked at the RAND CORPORATION, 
the covernrent has far different reasons for fearinq publication 
of RAND ' s rose*arch: 

^ 1) RAND keeps secret information that might discredit some 
of America's public officials and their policies; 

2) some RAND studies fabricate information in Order to 
justify whatever foreign policy decisions American leaders want 
to make. 


A qood case in point is RAND's Victcono Motivation and Morale 
Project which if made public would be as^ r.ovenlina as the Pentaoon 
Papers. This project produced the Oourc Borh.ino Strategy a 
rationale which lies at the roots of President Nixon's massive 
escalation of the air war in Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam. 

I worked on the Vietcona Motivation and Morale Project 
from 19C5 until 19G8, spending 24 months in Vietnam collecting 
data throuah interviews with captured Victcono, North Vietnamese, 
and refuqccs from heavily bombed areas. Tens of thousands of paces 
of testimonv bv the Vietnamese were recorded and transcribed, but 
neve rjre leased to the public. 

There is no way this testimony could help the "enemy", be¬ 
cause they are his own thoughts and words. The reason the inter 
views have not been made public is that , 

1) they contain embarassinq stories of atrocities and 
crimes against humanity, and 

2) they reveal the identity and therefore the humanity of 
the Vietnamese. 

Publication of the interviews would make it much more dif¬ 
ficult to dcrcrsonalixo the Vietnamese as "nooks , terrorists , 
and "the enemy"; wc could no longer oet awav with innoring the 
Civilian body counts (330 per dav); and wc would have to re-examine 
basic assumptions and official rationales which led to our involve¬ 
ment in Southeast Asia. 

But w’hat is most damning about the sccrccv of the VCMM 
Project is revealed by the following incident: 

When the first team of RAND professors who conducted the 
interviews reported back to Jokr^ u T. McNaunhton, Ass istant Sec¬ 
retary of Defense for Interna insecurity Affairs in 1904, McNauohton 
responded: "If what you say in that briefing is true, we're fiqhtinq 
on the wronq side." The two professors--Zasloff of Pittsburq c. 
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Uni vo] sity and Donnell of Ter pic University-had stressed the 
icU .. 1 ism and committnent of the Vietcong. 

But this w*isn' t the advice the Pentagon wanted, and shortly 
before I arrived in Saiefon, the professors had been sent home.. r 
The hov; .project director, Leon Cc urc, war; very critical of the 
previous leadership—their studies were ridiculed, their intel¬ 
lectual integrity was impugned and their report was seen as^an 
embarrassment. Goure then proceeded to twist the "analysis" of 
the project into a form nore palatable to his Tent aeon bosses. 

As a result, the very RATIO study whi^h first shov/cd the Vietnamese 
to be patriots was later used to justify a massive air war de¬ 
signed to borb Indochina 6ff the map. 


Another study I worked on while I whr, emploved by RAND 
addressed the question of how effective the crop destruction 
procram v;as as a means of denying food to the Vint conn. I con¬ 
cluded that the proarnn should be discontinued. Uy studv showed 
that fer ever" one pound 6f *rice that errp destruction denied the 
Vietcong, it Ge‘nicd ~on~hundred p ounds of rice to the rural pop¬ 
ulation. In other worcir, , the study shoved that t he crop de¬ 
struction pronran was effective onlv jn denvinq food to the 
civilians, and not in hurtina the Victconq. 

Mv report was forwarded to then Secretary of Defense 
Robert McNamara who sent it to General Westmoreland askinq why 
such*on ineffective procram had been qoina on for C years. 

Les t morel and had one of his advisors, David Grices of the LCI.A 
physics department and a RAND consultant, ahost write a cable 
back to McNamara saying he had personcillv flown over areas where 
crops had been destroyed,. had seen to his satisfaction that 
ihc program was effective,* and he planned to continue it. 

Once aqain a RAND studv had revealed data which conflicted 
with established official policy and was therefore ignored. What 
is worse, one cannot escape the conclusion that Westmoreland simply 
£id not care that the main effect of the crop destruction program 
£;as *tphsterve the peasants of Vietnam. 

These are but two examples of the kinds of studies that 
-RAND has refused to release to the American public--not because 
.they would "aid America's enemies" but because thev would embaress 
pur leaders and discredit their policies in Indochina. 


There are many other studies being held in secret bv RAND. 

Jf these fire anything 1 ike - the 'ones I was involved in, • • 

'they are proof positive that the American government systematically 
lies to us in .justifying its foreign policy decisions. 

.Those who work at PAND should do all in their power to brina 
out .the secret information on the war that is locked away in the files 
If -RAND's management docs not release the studies I have outlined, 
then those v;ho work at RAND should sec their responsibility to the 
American people and act individually as Dan Rllsbera and I md. 

Tor as the Pentagon Papers show, t as the Anderson Papers show an. as 
the secret ITT monos make cl^ar, until the American people and tnc 
press can have reasonable access to government information, and can 
hold individuals in the government accountable for their acts, tr ^T 
eedies like Vietnam and corruption like the ITT dealings will centmu 
When the Pentagon Papers were released, they not onlv <; r *^ r ^ ssc 
a number of heretofore respected public officials, thev shoved tha. 
our leaders consider the opinions of.the American people am. the 
'principles of our democracy as obstacles to be surmounted; as far a 
they are concerned the less Americans know the better. If /,c A ‘ ‘ 
could read the RAND interviews they would sec what the Pcntauon . 
-leaves out:' testimony from the Vietnamese people waging a Pemiutinnai 
struggle at the grass roots level much the same as Ascncon patriot 
‘fouaht .the British during our Revolutionary war. History wllA , 

these .truths. The sooner we learn our lesson the better, our 
C dcpcnds on it. 
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“I lie RAND Vide ,g Motivation and Mol ; Project... had 
-built up a team \vl®h hud interviewed oveWOO prisoners and 
defectors from I he Vietcong, which resulted in a report character¬ 
izing the Vietcong as idealistic people whose cadre often had a 
monkish Quality oJ dedication. When these gentlemen came back 
to brief John T. Naughton, Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Internal Security Affairs (Daniel Ellsberg was at that briefing), 
he responded:‘I fv/hat you say in that briefing is true, we’re fighting 
on the wrong side.’ 

“But this wasn’t the advice the Pentagon wanted, and shortly 
before I arrived the professors had been sent home to the U.S.The 
new project director was very critical of the previous leadership- 
their studies were ridiculed, their intellectual integrity was im¬ 
pugned,and their report was seen as an embarrassment,something 
more than RAND had bargained for.” 






(Anthony is a retired dejensr intellectual, formerly employed by the HAND Corporation. He and co-defendant 

Danul I. / hV ) g together me )<•< ing a possible sentence of 1 b() years in prison on charges arising from the “leak” of 
the Pentagon Papers.--! he l.ditms) 
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1 grow up in n snuill Southern town and pre¬ 
pare for an imperial manhood amidst the 
rubble ol slavery and the ruins of a colonial 
past; I become a helper at NASA and wit¬ 
ness the death of Buck Rogers dreams. I seek 
greener pastures. 

howinc; up in ini soi in can H! both an alicnal- 
,ing and human ; /ing experience Von grow up 
[J strong on soul food. e\cn if \on ,ne stigmatized 
with the oiipin.d sin of white racism. I was a 
walking conliadiction. a halt-bleed Italian loose amongst 


a swarm of plantation WASPS. 1 only saw black people 
from a distance -the third world didn't run through my 
kitchen like it did for people who bad maids and cooks. 

Mv first memories of SufTolk. Virginia arc WASP mem* 
oiics: segregated schools and the l ord s Prayer. Weekend 
picnics to the homes of 1 homas Jefferson and Patrick 
Henry, and daily walks in the Dismal Swamp where Wash¬ 
ington skirmished with the BiilKh, gave me a sense of the 
roots of American history, lint later Mickey Mantle and 
1 rank l x a h y eased out Washington and Jefleison. I sup¬ 
pose in retrospect that the / .n< ylopaedia Piitannica my 
clad bought me when I was nine piohably saved me from 
the brain-numbing effects of false hero worship; the walks 
with my dad in the fields wheic the Nansetnond Indians 
were destroyed and the dalliance with colonial patriots pre¬ 
pared me for later meetings with the patriotic Vietnamese. 
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up absurd. My falhri hid a respectable .>11 town com¬ 
pany -ol»; 1 alwa\s ro! gold stars in|^Linol. In hischool 
I placed foothill in th * Southern m^Rismo tradition. and 
at college I was pit • id' iit of my apnlitic il fraternity. 

If my native white racism was equivocated, it was be¬ 
cause of rhythm am! blues and ja/y. Shirley and I ce. 
f ats Domino. Di'/y Gillespie and Duke niinrton. were 
all cascading down around nn cars when Dion Mien 
Phu was just three sens oil and my high school history 
teacher was ^complaining in class that Brown vs. Hoard 
of Education meant that “next year they'll be over here 
with us.” 

I worked at the golf course, learned to play, and made 
two black friends—Charley Wilson and C harley Garry— 
who worked there too. They taught me all about wine (they 
bought it for me as I was under are), women (what they 
liked), and song (they knew when and where the Fats 
Domino concerts were). Meanwhile mv history teacher was 
scowling in cl.vs, complaining about having to sil with 
black people who ever body knew' smelled funky. It was.at 
this time that it occurred to me that history is likely to he 
far more interested in the biithplacc cf Fats Domino than 
about that of any of Virginia's politicians. 

When 1 left high school in J9 r »5 I headed ofT to college 
at Virginia Polytechnic Institute. The idea was that college 
was supposed to lead to a good joh. So. like legions of 
others, I went into engineering. At first it was industrial 
engineering, and then I switched into the aeronautical engi¬ 
neering program, partly because I’d loved making model 
airplanes when I was a kid. I soon became a member of 
the cooperative engineering program, alternating quarters 
between wmrk and school until I graduated. My work v.as 
spent at the NASA Langley Space Laboratory in Hampton. 
Virginia, which became the eye of the hurricane when 
Sputnik was shot up, sending shivers of fear and envy up 
the American spine. 

-One thing that had loomed large in my mind when I 
decided to go to work at the Langley Lab wns the fact 
that I could get a deferment from the draft. The draft had 
been a big issue then, although for less dramatic reasons 
than now*. It was an interruption -a necessary one. since 
we were all patriots - -of one’s upward social movement into 
the middle -class certitude of jnlv;. family, possessions. It 
should he as painless as possible, so in school we were told 
to join the ROIC because then we could become officers, 
which everyone knew was better than being an enlisted man. 
College life became much freet when I was able to quit 
ROTC after my fust \ear to become what is known ns a 
“civilian student.” Not understanding my alienation. 1 put 
my head down and plowed ahead with my work, learned 
a lot about space, and then went to work full-time' for 
NASA after graduation in 1960. I worked on various prob¬ 
lems. and even publi bed a p iper on the ph\sics of electro¬ 
magnetic waves in ionized gas Hut b\ 196?. when John 
Kennedy set the goal of going to the' moon in ten years. 
I was thoroil{;hl> disillusioned with what NASA was doing. 
It was clearly a front for military research, so I didn't 
think much of it. Ihc Buck Rogers dreams I d had as a 
19-year-old had been undone, and I decided that 1 was 
going to seek my fortune chew here. 




f n D 

1 journey to cosmopolitan Princeton, study 
theory—and learn to love JFK. The world 
is a peculiar place and 1 decide it needs 
changing. I take on the liberal tone of my 
surroundings and become a fledgling defense 
intellectual. I envision boring from within, 
and wind up in the belly of the whale. 

“'"T~ KNLW THAT I HAH TO MOVE ON. blit at the Same time 
j keep my draft flank covered. The best way to take 
] care of both problems seemed to be graduate school. 

So I applied to Princeton University and was awarded 
a fellowship in Plasma Physics. 

In 1961 I left the woods and drove up to New' Jersey. 
I had been enthusiastically for Kennedy in 1960—he 
seemed at the time a spot of sanity in the political atmos¬ 
phere—but I didn’t consider myself very political. I spent 
the first couple of years there trying to rid myself of a 
persistent Virginia accent anti to accumulate enough class 
not to be seen as poor white trash. I was suddenly thrown 
in with Northern liberals who were capable of great harsh¬ 
ness on the subject of racism in the South 

Being a child of the ’50s. 1 had always been quite con¬ 
cerned witli The Bomb. Fisenhower seemed to me quite 
capable of dozing o!T. falling out of his chair, and accident- 
alls elbowing the button By 1961 I was even more con¬ 
cerned about technological warfare and doubted the utility 
of proceeding, in science when I felt the world was over- 
stoeked with it. So I dropped out of engineering with a 
master’s degree and enrolled in the Woodrow Wilson 
School of Public and International Affairs. 

During my last year in the Woodrow W ilson school, the 
year that JI K was assassinated. I worked with a prolessor 
named Oskar Morgenstern. one of the co-founders, along 
with the great mathematician John von Neumann, of the 
theory of games. I had heard the phrase “game-theory” 
tossed around a lot in discussions of the new techniques for 
planning and carrying out national defense. It was chic. 
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• I game theory .writ* apphi 1 to p!ann. I * m defense 

• i.es ami for possible firm th • fittuie take. As it 

ruined out. the th ory F ;• ury abstract mathematical 

techniques, without rmu.Ii in the way of piariic.d applica¬ 
tor.. It c m oiilv he applied to a small fi.Ntiou of simple 
outlie! sitiMtroir.: th» v c v.hrfe the ohjeiinc of the con¬ 
flict between two parties can I put on a pap’n, or mra- 
•ured in quantifiable trims. li.' ie was a ‘com, 1 hind of 
earning with which tins rot mixed up. It took place, we 
knew, at the government think-tanks. It was more a kind 
of sccnaiio building or script writing for possible wars, 
•isually total war. I hn bad nothing to do with llie pure 
game theory I had been doing; it was simply a group of 
people sitting around placing games with one another with 
maps, or by shaking dice to decide who had von or what 
the outcome of a particular move would be. In the course 
of this improvised theater ol death, there would he oc¬ 
casionally interesting insights into the dynamics of nu¬ 
clear encounter. 

Princeton has a conference every year on a subject of 
public imporlance. In 19u? 64 it was organized 1a Protes- 
scr Morgenstern. with me helping, on the economic as¬ 
pects of the space prog am- how docs it tangibly cflect 
people’s lives, and how cm we pleasure the benefits? Well, 
as it turned out. the "'•xpcits’* we invited had thought 
more about prestige or fame and elorv than about these 
questions. Not surprisingly, the conference yielded very 
little. Some of the best thinkers in the field came, hut all 
they did was avoid any questions they hadn’t already 
answered and. instead, stuck to the usual comfortable 
platitudes; * It the money weren’t spent on space, it prob¬ 
ably wouldn’t be spent at all.’’ If all this ci.iptv rhetoric 
didn’t make me a radical. I did realize even m re clearly 
than before that the spue program was simply a front for 
research on intercontinental ballistic missiles, and for find¬ 
ing new kifitls of technology for weapons development. 

XKouf the time that the space conference was over, in 
the spring of 1964. I again faced the eternal question of 
what to do with my life. 1 was scheduled to finish the Wood- 
row' Wilson school in June and wasn’t sure what lay ahead. 
One of my ideas had been to go to work for the rand 
Corporation. In retrospect it seems like a peculiar ambition. 
Hut at the time it appeared the logical outgrowth of the 
direction I’d been wandering toward. 1 Ins was the early 
’60s. when the civil ri. Ills movement was a f its peak 1 he 
march on Washington had just occurred: Malcolm X had 
just begun It* be noticed on a nationwide scale, and there 
was a lot of talk about the lilack Muslims; we were already 
in Vietnam, luit that di hi I seem critic.d. I was as much 
caught up in the notion of “getting involved’’ and changing 
things for the better as anvonc else. W li.it was attractive 
about K\M) was mainlv the invlh tli.it il was thcic that 
strategic decisions were studied I hail been terrified hv I he 
Homh when 1 was a kid. and I felt I could hung sanity (o 
the area of defense planning Alter all h.ain’t nn idol. 
JFK. imported bright young men like myself into high 
circles of Washington? 

Going to work at R\M) wav moie than an idle inasturha- 
toiy fantasy. I had talked to a couple of * it vsinmon' who 
had tome to speak at the 1'iinceton space conference. One 


the economic ct* t of the sp. *rogtam. His message was 
that of an accountant; hc^^jected the cost of the space 
profMY.m throughout fivc-v^^F segments into the future. I 
didn’t find this very interesting, but 1 did talk to Mr. 
Novick about his department and lie expressed an interest 
in me as a poienti.d r \m> employee 

Meanwhile. 1'iofe *or Moigendern had been pleased with 
my work and ideas and suggested that I stay on and write 
i,iv PhD. thesis in economics under him. Of course this 
meant that I would have faced two to three more years at 
Princeton, moving over to the economics department and 
doing the lihraiy-full of reading that would enable me to 
p„ss the exams and do a dissertation. This was appealing; 
I hked the notion of being Dr. Russo. Hut this alternative 
clashed with m\ fundamental hope of becoming active in 
the world, a do r rather than just a thinker, liven though 
Vietnam was still only simmering as a social issue—on the 
back burner behind the civil rights movement—1 wanted 
badly to go there And I had given a great deal of thought 
to that. There were several ways to do it: I could go on to 
work for the government; 1 could join the military; 1 could 
perhaps become a journalist. I had met some French stu¬ 
dents at Princeton who had gotten me interested in Indo¬ 
china. I’d ic.id cvervthing I could get on the war there, as 
will as everything there was on the New Frontier defense 
strategy of counter-insurgency. 

When hand clieicd the job in a terse takc-it-or-not tele¬ 
gram. I decided to accept. In retrospect I think 1 felt that 
I could he a kind of anthropologist observing the natives 
in the village of the Pentagon. And. of course, the rand 
Corporation was where the action was, covering all bases 
from the theimonuclcar aspect of things to research in 
Vietnam. 1 had the naive notion that, if reason could be 
brought to hear in a process that looked deeply question¬ 
able to me. when perhaps some good could he demo. I was 
caught up in the until of wen king from within. Professor 
Richard Falk was less sanguine about this whole afTair than 
I was. My friends were similarly skeptical. 1 was alone in 
thinking the belly of the whale might be an interesting place 
to work. 
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I he belly of the whule turns be dec- 

onileil in Holiday Inn Motion. I wander 
around in lone corridors for several months, 
niahint! n few friends and influencing no¬ 
body. 1 enhance my skills by reading from 
I’AND s lop secret files. I find out about a 
classified study called the Vielcong Motiva¬ 
tion and Morale Pioject. • practice corridor 
politics and by a stroke of luck I go to Saigon 
to interview the oilier side’s l'( )\V-MI/\s. 

■j'I! rw to C Ai.irciUMA and m oan wonK in June 1964. 

1 The rand Corporation building: is across the street 
i from the beach fic'nf in Santa M mi >. I was inirncdi- 
•^-^ately surprised In the strange familial it\ of the place. 

I hen I icalizcd that the area had been used as a locale for 
bundled* of grade ‘ B ’ movies and \ V v*rial. A .Hilly v.ood 
Hint nun runs an “in" b.»r next t* i:wn on Ocean Avenue; 
movie stars get theii divorces arrows the street; academy 
•ward extravaganza's used to be produced right across the 
parking lot at the Santa Monica Civic Auditorium. Mary 
I’ickfold's old beach house sits across the street and tire 
?*,host of I nwrcncc Welk. one of lire wealthiest landlords 
m town, has mo\cd up the street from ihc Aragon H.lhourn 
where the bubble machine first operated. It is fitting that 
RANI) should be in Santa Monica: a high camp relic of the 
•pace are in a field of low camp plastic flowers. 

Ihc hand builJine is square with sevcial criss-cioss cor¬ 
ridors that make patios wdierc RvNii*mcn plav ping pong at 
htneh. Surveillance liom the roof and top floor is close; 
mytfne taking a shortcut across the parking lot is .watched 
hy a guard through binoculars. 

fiut the apparent laxity in security inside is enough to 
'.cep you ofT balance. IIonv could such a serene building 
»°usc a super-agency which in many wavs is more impor- 
«nt than the C IA? The answer is that for \cars R\nd re¬ 
named outside the pnhlie consciousness although phw- 
•cally right under the nose of sidewalk traffic l»> the 
beach. 

When I first reported for work. I s.iw that the cas* ml 
•‘Cade was just that, a facade. In caji of the three lobbies 
f herc were impassive private cop> packing gmw. acting as 
eeeptionists and logging every pei^on who entered oi left, 
hi older to get to th; innrr sanctum \oii had to v* n a log 
mil clip on a red plastic numbered badge with a paper name 
»P slipped into it. I he halls were fined with cubicle sized 
•lliccs anil gave of) sterile dullness o! a government huild- 
ng. Professionals vveic seen passing back and foith. usu- 
«lly expressionless, even avoidin'' eve contact. 

I reported to David Novick chief of mv department 
mil the man who had hired me. He was a gnifl old 
haracter who pulled on a cigar and generated a stiong 
uthoiit.uian air. He used a lot oi the new defense jargon 
ike "five-year projections." "cost benefit analyses.” "pro¬ 


gram budr ting." etc. Novi as an old hand who had 
been aroua 1 in Washingto^aud was known as a practical 
and hard headed cconon^^Pl mentioned my interest in 
Vietnam a couple of times during the first couple of weeks 
I was there, hut he gave me no encouragement. Most of 
the R wo projects on Vietnam were in other departments 
— Social Science. I.opis»irs. and finginecring— and he said 
up front that wanting, to go lo Vietnam vs as no way to 
get ahead in his department. He appealed to my ego, 
though, hy saying that the department was sorely' in need 
of the kind of intellcctu.il upgrading I would bring lo 
bear. He needed cost estimates of weapons systems for 
ihc Air l orcc. and the statistical methodology used for 
dclivciing these estimates needed refinement, so that's what 
I set off to do. But I also set about reading everything 1 
could get my hands on in the general rand files. These 
files now. for example, contain a study rand made of the 
Kennedy assassination: Project Star. It's a particularly 
special stuJy—its classification is higher than top secret. 
Only a handful of ran?) people know of its existence, rand 
files al no hold studies of the U S negotiating posture in the 
Indochina War. such being the specialty of the head of the 
Rand social science department, fired 11:1c. a former Mil* 
professor and close peisonal friend of Henry Kissinger. 

I found the place much duller than the popular myth 
imagines. I was disappointed in the lack of dialogue. I 
had expected to find at least some intellectual stimulation, 
but theie w as none 

But things began to pcik up after a few months when, in 
poking more into things around the building. I found 
out about the "Victcong Motivation and Morale Project” 
that lo this day hasn't been made public, rand bad con¬ 
tracted to do the study for the Department of Defense (for 
one-half million dollars a year) with data coming from 
interv iews conducted in Vietnamese with captured members 
of the National l iberation Front and North Vietnamese 
"infiltrators.” A rand team was to be formed and sent to 
Vietnam, rand had been interested in the project for years. 
Guy Ranker, an Indonesian area specialist, had first pro¬ 
posed it early in the Diem reign, but Ngo Dinh Diem 
himself had been adamant about never allowing any Amer¬ 
icans to talk to prisoners. After the 1964 coup, however, 
the wav was open. The study was to provide ideas for the 
Department of Defense's psychological warfare program 
in Vietnam and generally upgrade understanding of just 
what the National I ihcialion fiiont was all about. 

I was ecstatic about the remote chance I had of getting 
a spot on the project. Not only would i! provide a means 
to get to Vietnam, but it would also provide a wav to actu¬ 
ally talk with the phantoms who were defying American 
might. I rom what I had heard from radical colleagues at 
Piincctnn and what I'd been able to piece together from 
Bernard I alls books, and reading between the lines in the 
newspapers. I felt that the Victcong were probable patriots. 
This situation didn t fit JI K’s analvsis ol a counter¬ 
insurgency threat at all -an analvsis which pictured wars of 
national liberation as ploys of the communist super powers 
who were resorting to low-key aogicsvion in small third 
world countries to avoid nuclear encounters. I couldn’t see 
Vietnam as a pawn of Russia or China. I had studied for¬ 
eign policy under three heavies at Princeton: Richard l-’alk. 
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George Kcnnan and Klaus Kii.>ir I tho'' ’* | understood. 
Hut my viev.s v.uc at such o.Vis wiU^n.vi il policy and 
with the “c\; cits** at r\nd tii ,t I fhoi^^Bna^K* ll: re were 
some impoilar.t sccicU of which I wasn't nwaic or some 
ivitticafc ennetj !\ that maybe only an insider could grasp. 1 
was not yd tin iclvl. because I was ready to five conven¬ 
tional wisdom the benefit of the doubt. In fad I leaned 
over backward to do it. I wanted to he wrong. J1 K who 
had been my 1- mo. had supposed involvement in Vietnam. 
I wanted hin/to he light. 

By the fafl of 1964 I had a pond idea of what hand 
was all about. Throughout that peiiod I talked to people 
about getting on board the Vietcong Motivation and Mor¬ 
ale Project, ineluding the old timcis who were in positions 
of authority. I hey cheeked me out pretty thoroughly. 

At this time, I had been tlicie close to six months, long 
enough to see that !he mystique was deceptively false. 
rand had been compared to the Institute for Advanced 
Study at Princeton —I ceitainlv didn't think it measured up 
to that, rand had been called a university without stu¬ 
dents. A community of scholars in which sccicts air kept 
from one anoihcr is virtually a contradiction in terms. 
But before this really got me down, I learned I’d been 
chosen to go to Vietnam. 

In Fcbruaiy 1965, I flew cfl. icily from l.os Angeles to 
Saigon with a senior rand member who. with an air of 
authority, pointed out sevcial i:un from the “agency" (C IA) 
along the way. I remember when we first approached the 
*eacoast of Vietnam. 1 looked down from the airplane ex¬ 
pecting to see fighting going on. hut it all looked veiy quiet. 
The soil looked icd. Low-f!\ing clouds spotted -the lush 
landscape. The airplane landed at Tan Son Nhut airport in 
Saigon, and we were met by members of the u\M> staff in 
Saigon, and then processed thiouph customs. We rode into 
town and checked into a hotel near the Presidential palace 
which was right around the corner from the rand Cor- 
poratiorf'villa. 

•The Victeong Motivation and Morale Project had been 
going for about six months. Initially it was run by two 
Vietnam scholars* with contacts in Saigon who were work¬ 
ing for rand as consultants. 1 hey had built up a team 
which had interviewed over 100 prisoners and defectors 
from the Victcong. which resulted in a report characterizing 
the Victconp as idealistic people whose cadre often had 
a monkish quality of dedication. When these gentlemen 
came hack to brief John T. McNaughton. Assistant Sec¬ 
retary of Defense for International Security A If airs (he's 
featured in the Pentagon Papers), he responded: “If what 
you say in that briefing is true, we re fighting on the wrong 
side.” (Daniel Fllsbcrg was at that briefing.) 

But this wasn’t the advice the Pentagon wanted, anti 
shortly before I arrived the professors had been sent home 
to the US. The new project director was very critical of 
the previous leadership— their studies were ridiculed, their 
intellectual integrity was impugned, and their icport was 
seen as an embarrassment, something more than ksnd had 
bargained lor. Leon Goure. the new leader, was an abso¬ 
lute hawk on the war, hardly a value-free scholar. As time 
would show. Goure would interpret the interviews with 
prisoners in ways that would make the U.S. Air Force look 
good or suggest that it be given more responsibility. 



[iv] 


I learn about Charlie and his communism. 
I see the American war machinery grinding 
its way through the Vietnamese countryside. 
1 sec things that I wasn’t prepared for and 
that I don’t like. I gel a new view of the war 
and of rand. 

~y\ /Tv emit RnspoNStmi.iTY on the project was to 
j A /[! supervise three to four Vietnamese intcr- 
| v/ [I viewers. With the rank of Army Captain, I 
v w negotiated with Vietnamese officials through 
the American military in order to set up interviews with 
prisoners. The prisons were all over Vietnam. We inter¬ 
viewed both in Saigon and in the provinces, asking 
the Vietnamese prisoners detailed questions about their 
family, their livelihood, and their attitude toward the war. 

The Victcong were not as I had supposed them to be. 
They had a comageous dedication and assured us they 
would fight to their last drop of blood to kick the American 
imperialists out of their country. Vietnamese villagers would 
refer to them as “the Liberation Gentlemen who speak with 
honeyed tongue." I was very surprised at their openness. I 
began to see that what motivated them above all was the 
profound desire to live in peace and to keep their Vietnam¬ 
ese culture free from foreign control. 

I think one of the first jarring experiences I had was 
about two months after I anived in Vietnam. Through an 
interpreter I inln viewed a man who had been with the 
movement since before 1954. He was an agit-prop cadre 
who conducted traveling theater groups through villages 
in the rural sector very near Saigon. The groups would 
sing, put on plays, encourage people to resist. He didn't 
like me at all Ihc first morning of the interview, hut after 
we trilked for two full days, he recited poetry and sang a 
song, for me. J will never forget one of the lines of the 
song. “Our hatred for the Americans is as high as the sky.” 

I didn t feel lu* hated me. and I certainly didn’t hate him. 
He imparted to me the intense commitment of the NLF. 
In retrospect, 1 think the main feature of the project 


50 RAMPARTS 












■1111 » I 


It '• 


%• M-l J dtUI. J IV *1(11 dllV.ll 


• •*- -- ••• .. ,,,v • r .t .• ...V l-t . 

h identity in «„*!lk *’.»l Amciic.m eves. 1 I kl_i. ivitv.s were 
•tiled in mull. j * 1 c* cepes and rii •.'ilatcd ll^^fc'lruut a mini- 
r of Ameii .:n milituv and civil:.in agencies I hey were 
iy popu! ir v illi Amen, .nr: heiv. for l!ie lif t lime. was 
? niysterior meri ilia v lio had herolotoie Kvn an cinema 
iking lo th • reader I row a primed pave. I Ik entire body 
data con i*l* el over 600 interviews. 

l ive years ago h\nd said lire interviews would he made 
ihlic, but the *10,000 pages have still not been released, 
here is no way* the study could help the “enemy" because 
he intetviews arc, themselves, testimony b\ the “enemy." 
hen why are they not made public* Well. for two reasons: 

1 ) the interviews contain embarrassing stories of atrocities 
nd crimes arninst humanity; aw I (2) they reveal the iden- 
ty and theicfoic the humanity of the Vietnamese. Publi- 
ation of the interviews would make it much more difficult 
» depersonalize the Vietnamese ns “gooks," “slopes/* and 
terrorists"; wc could no lone r pet away with ignoring the 
ivilian body counts (230 pci (lay); and wc would have to 
•'examine all om imperial notions about ‘helping" the 
oor peasant countries of the third v.orld. 

As time went on. I became more aware of the outrageous 
ind of whoring that ksnd was rnpaced in. Regardless of 
hat came out in the inter views, t.oure, the project leader, 
ould always find something to support hi* bias. He said 
hat American air power, which had been beefed up con- 
nlerahly since February 1965 when the U.S. fust began to 
ornb North Vietnam regularly, was tremendously effective 
n weakening the front: and for this, of cow sc. the Air 
orcc loved him. He said tint the V’ietcong were losing 
nd that their morale was crumbling Gourd quickly became 
he hottest thing on the American briefing circuit, earning 
limself trip* ,11 the way hark to Washington. 

In the summer of 19F*S the bMic of refugees came up. The 
uincipal question was. “Did refugees help oi hurt us; did 
hey help oHmit the Victconr:?" (iourc concluded that “the 
•cncRitfon of refugees." as the process was later to he 
died, helped the U S cflmt because refugee* leaving the 
v'ictcong took strategic support away with them. This posi- 
on later became policy with the U S. Arr.iv. They inten- 
ionally “generated** refugees. It was said that bombing, 
defoliation, crop destruction were used with this end result 
n mind. In some casts, helicopters anil trucks would go into 
ucas and load people up and take them out. flic areas 
• ould then he submitted to saturation bombing. 

In June 1965 I v.as sitting with Gome in an Air Force 
flice out at 'Fan Son Nhu* air ba*-e. Wc were talking lo Ai r 
orcc people when word emit in that the use of 1152s 
i.td been OiUd. I couldn't believe it- it seemed totally 
enselcss. When I asked rev self what role hand had pla\ed 
n al! this. I had to admit it was sizeable Ju t how sense- 
ess was driven home lo me a month I f ci when I went 
o «a little province town just north of Sail on to interview 
efugees who had tome in from the forc*t which had been 
xunbed. A litilc old man sat in a chair clutching a leaflet 
llustratcd with B-52s dropping bombs. The leaflet an 
lounctd that the area v*ouM he bombed on Julv 17 be- 
ausc enemy troops wcie there, and that ariani’tmcnls tor 
icfuge sliiutld he made before that time. One day prior to 
schedule, the old man said, the bombs came He was one 


\' i til'. ivn 

shocked and trembling. 

When I lompired the ^B|oual Liberation Front, with 
its vitality and its will for freedom, with the spiritless Viet¬ 
namese who were fighting for us, it was clear that the 
ARVN were very much the niggers, the slaves, the mer¬ 
cenaries. Ameiican bombing, sweep and destroy missions, 
chemical spray programs, anti-personnel weapons, napalm: 
this institutional and technological terrorism is millions of 
times worse than anything at the disposal of the NFF. 
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[v] 

I meet one of General Lansdalc’s right-hand 
men in Saigon reading a Lartcguy novel. I 
run into him again on Lavender Hill. 1 con¬ 
duct my own Vietnam studies and get sacked 
for my pains. 


J. 


was at this TIM v . that 1 first met Daniel Fllsberg at 
the ram) villa at 176 rue Pasteur, Saigon. I was alone 
in the nflicc that afternoon when he knocked at the 
door. Wc introduced ourselves: I invited him in and 
v c began to chat He* had just arrived and wanted me to tell 
him of my six months' experience in Vietnam. At the time 
Dan was an employee of the Slate Department serving as 
a member of General Fd I*ansdnle‘s learn. 

Wc talked for about an hour. He was intense, curious, 
and impressed me as being rather bright. He took a lot of 
notes as wc talked; I remember having the feeling I was 
being interviewed. 

Over the course of the next year wc bumped into each 
other a h.df dozen times at the rand villa and various 
other places around Saigon. 1 remember him reading a 
Larteguv novel: he was getting into the esoteric.i of Viet¬ 
nam. He impressed me as someone who was highly critical 
of the mechanics of U.S policy although accepting its 
overall design. At the time, he seemed to have faith that 
our government would eventually find the right way to 
fight the war. 

Just before leaving Vietnam in fall of 1966. I read a 
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Missions Studv.*' Ii hid Ivon done In . ;oi.»1 task force 

i»iu- Dan had ilono ll.e major porlioJfctbe work on flic 
simly. Ii was higblv oi if ic:i1 of I ho I’.sJBnnt. recommended 
many changes. iiulnd:ng the cancellation of pioprams and 
the disbanding of coi:.iin milit.irv units. In essence, the re- 
poit v.as an in lictment ol General Westmoreland. Il was 
circulated “unotliciallv throtmh a number of Ameiican 
agencies and general!) received enthusiastic approval. Wcst- 
morcland. itwas said, hit the ceiling 

(It was |;ijer. hael. at R\\i> in I96S. that vve became close 
friend*. I had jud icturncd from a depressing si\ months in 
Saigon: Dan hail come out from Washington. Our offices 
were right across the I all trom each oilier. He this time, our 
positions on Viitnim weie similar. although arrived at 
through quite dilieient avenues. \V\ had both worked fiom 
the assumption that | olicy could lv changed from within, 
hut ncilhci of us had achieved since s We spent a lot of 
time sharing our experiences. In Vietnam I had worked 
at the grassroots level, while Dan h d been at the policy¬ 
making level To me he represented the Fstahlishmcnt: I 
was overjoyed at finding someone in hi, position to he 
against the war. At first our contact was moxllv in the ollicc. 
After several weeks we began having dinner together. 
Gradually vie became close a personal as well as pro¬ 
fessional level ) 

During the IS months of my fust trip to Vietnam I 
visited various other parts of Southeast Asia The more I 
grew to admire Asian culture c^pinallv Vietnamese—the 
mote I was outraged at the Orwellian horror ol the U.S. 
military machine grinding thronih Vietnam and destroying 
ever)thing in its p.-th. Tens of thousands of Vietnamese 
girls were turned into prostitutes; sheets th.tt had been lined 
with beautiful trees were denuded to make room for the 
big military trucks and Saieon had a smog problem. From 
time to time there would he “accidents” when the U.S. 
army thicks defending Saigon would run over Vietnamese, 
killing them. I was fed up with the horror and disgusted 
by the petulance and pettiness with which the hand C’or- 
poiation conducted its business. 

W hen I came had to the U.S. in September 1966. 1 
experienced a deeper depression People at kvm> seemed 
unbelievably naive when thov talked about the war. And 
the contrast between the death and desliuction I saw over 
there and the naively caiefree attitude at home was startling. 
Hut I staved in Santa Monica at flu- Rand office for a year, 
still Irving to make a difference I ir\t I wrote a critical 
evaluation of the project in Vietnam: then I worked on a 
problem that had come up as a result of woik that had 
been done at K.\sp on the relationship between pockets 
of resistance in Vietnam ami socio-economic facfois. I also 
wrote a study ol the crop desliuction program in Vietnam 
that was being conducted In the Americans, making no 
attempt to hide the wax I felt about the war. 

W hile I hail been in Vietnam, a piece of woik had been 
done at Ranh In I .1. Mitchell which pm polled to show 
that in areas of Vietnam uhcic the land was equally dis¬ 
tributed. Victcong support was much highei. and where 
the distribution of land was less equalized, there v.as more 
support- for the government. It was a statistical studs, using 
sophisticated methods of economehics. and its upshot was 


likely he was to support government. T his would have 
been almost laughahle^^cept that if was taken seriously. 
W hile in Vietnam. I tlW^ht everyone knew that Victcong 
support was stronger in poorer areas of the countryside. 
But. because the results of Mitchell's study were so 
novel, il gained a great deal of attention both at hand and 
in Washington. 1 set out to try to disprove Mitchell’s hy¬ 
pothesis. and had just gotten underway with my work when 
a request came to me from the new director of the Vicl- 
cong Motivation and Morale Project to return to Saigon. 

My first task was to wrap up a study of a crop destruc¬ 
tion which K v n i> had promised the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency (AKPA) a year eailier. I was to address 
the question of how cflcctivc the crop destruction program 
was as a means of denving food to the Victcong. After 
four months of research and evaluation. J concluded that 
the program should l c discontinued B\ developing a sta¬ 
tistical model of the relationship between Victcong food 
supplies and the economy at large. I could show that for 
every pound of rice that was denied the Victcong through 
crop destruction, one hundred pounds o f rice was denied the 
rural population. Wiilicn in careful “sxstemspeak” (Cost/ 
benefit), the study showed that the crop destruction pro¬ 
gram was simply denying food to the civilians, and was 
empirically “ineffective” as a way to hurt the Victcong. It 
was published hv hand and distributed to Secretary McNa¬ 
mara’s office Later I heard that McNamara had read the 
report and sent it to General Westmoreland with a query 
as to v.ln such an ineffective program had been going on 
for so long. At that.point the crop destruction program had 
been in eflcct for six \ears. 

When 1 got hack to Saigon, no one would talk to me 
about the report. I wanted to brief the military and civilian 
officials, but the Al’PA field office was reluctant to set up 
briefings. As the weeks wore on. I became impatient. I 
told the Saigon ARPA people that if they didn't set up a 
briefing soon I would go back to Washington and explain 
that no one in Saigon was willing to hear the study briefed. 
At this the ARPA people arranged for a briefing to l>c pre¬ 
sented to a man named David Griggs, a geophysicist 
on the faculty of the phvsics department at UCLA and a 
consultant to the hand Corporation. At that time Griggs 
was working in Saigon as a scientific advisor to General 
Westmoreland, lie told me that after looking at my report 
he had wiittcn a telegram to Secret. 11 \ McNamara, which 
went out over Westmoreland's signatuic. saying that West¬ 
moreland had personally inspected aicas that had been 
sprayed with chemicals and had “witnessed the effective¬ 
ness” of the crop spiav program. Griggs ended by stating 
that General Westmoreland was well pleased with the con¬ 
duct and clleetiveness of the progiam. and planned Its con¬ 
tinue it ns in the past I asked him to please explain why he 
disagreed with me. he simply looked it his watch, said he 
was busy, and had to leave. The entire meeting lasted no 
longer than fifteen minutes 

During my second stay in Vietnam. I resumed my work 
cm) the answer to the Mitchell studv. I collected economic 
data on the rural population, gathering such items as per 
capita income, aveiage si/c of landholdings, and the fer¬ 
tility of the rice fields. I also examined data on the extent 
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<» which various geographical areas were cr' ''tir'd by the 
ontending patties. I found. contrary Mhohcll liy- 

'dcsi;. that j*“or mens wore more likc^B' strnpoit the 

• iiicong. In fact, the correlation between support for tlie 
v'irfcong and snein-e* onomic factors was almost 100 prr- 

nf. This evidence confirmed no. sir'ss that the war was 

• conflict irr whirl) milbarv power was of much less iropor- 
•mcc than the socio-political .stiupeL*. 

1 took these find!lies hack to ir.Mi eaily in I96S. where 
hey were poc'rlv received, to sav the least. Orirlic Wolf. 
mv boss and hAvl of the economies department, was not 
nlhusiastic. Woll had supported Mitchell’s findings. which 
mplied that it was the people of lo ser income who hacked 
he puppet government, and he took great pride in arguing 
hat increases in socia* welfare would tend to create greater 
•roblcms. But 1 held to my views, and was not surprised 

• hen in May 196.S ( harlic Wolf find me. citing tin* usual 
Mueaucralic rationale: “budgetary problems." 

W'olf had Ken my administrative boss, but I bad vir¬ 
tually no coni; cl with him. My immediate boss h. d praised 
♦lv work highly and had even, at one point, said that lie’ 
-hould be working for me. I bad thought mv work to be 
o|» notch; more than a handful of people had compli- 
nented if in quite flattering w,i\s; tk? same people had 
Mckcd my brains in designing • id pursuin'! their own 
billies. When ) was frred. the\ all expressed shock to me 
•crsonally. hut only Dan F.llsbcrg went to the h»ss and 
uotesfed. Dan was the only r\nd professional who refused 
o behave like an inmate. 




v 
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I do some thinking of my own about rand. 
I visit the old place and find out that noth¬ 
ing has changed. 

mu ha vi n( i nn.N i tin r> » kom rand. I entered a 
\k long reflective pciod. The 60s had been an cn- 
"s\ lire historical epoch, telescoped into ten years. 
I lie ’60s saw the biggest expansion of capitalism 
mtory has ever known. 1 he ‘60, saw men obsessed with 
•hshactions take over the Defense Department. Herman 



Kahn call* 0 the study ol lhe r 'nuclear warfare ’ thinking 
about the unthinkable.’’ .c supposed to get ready 

for Anna' ddon so that w^Bmld plan it away. We could 
avoid it onlv if we analy/eu and understood it. In ana¬ 
lyzing if. we became obse-^cd with it As we backed away 
from t!vs tcrrif>in? abstraction, we took refuge in the 
nnth of cnuntcr-insuigency. *1 he combination in the ’60s 
of die greatest capitalist expansion history has known 
walking backwards into the nnth of counter-insurgency 
created whole new careers for men like Charlie Wolf, a 
counter-revolutionary economist. His di>ciplinc is counter- 
insurgency. 

Reflecting on these tliinc>. 1 began to put everything 
together. There is a right side and there is a wrong side in 
this great debate about the war in Indochina. On one side 
of the debate are men like Charles Wolf and Henry Kis¬ 
singer. the Rasputin of the American Fmpire. Both arc men 
preoccupied with abstractions. Both men have closed eyes, 
both men have linear minds which are paralyzed by para¬ 
dox. Neither can iccogni/c the diflcrcncc between the 
inscrutability of f.»ct and the inscrutability of reference. 
Henry Kissinger, in his application of the elitist defense 
intellectual theories of counter-insurgency, has decided that 
in order to have the freedom to exercise his theory one 
must also have the freedom to be dictator of foreign policy. 
In his mind foreign policy is hevond the ken of domestic 
popular opinion. Two million people have died to prove 
him wrong, and he doesn’t recognize it vet. 

When I left rand, and quit the Tstablishmcnt. I did 
so as a working member of the Fstahjishment who had 
witnessed elaborately synthesized lies, mathematically 
formulated lies, perpetuated by people who arc the first 
victims of their own deception. I had worked within the sys¬ 
tem almost continuously for 13 years, from the day that I 
began in the space program in 1956 at the Langley I nborn- 
tory in Hairrpton. Virginia to the day I left rxnd — 
six months after Charlie Wolf fired me—January 3. 1969. 

1 wasn’t sorry to leave. I hadn’t been happy there. Re¬ 
cently I was reminded of this when I ran into two former 
colleagues at Chez Jay’s, a restaurant next door to rand. 
where half a dozen or more RANDsmen can be found 
an> day of the week. It was crowded, so the waitress asked 
if we’d mind sharing a four-place table with two other 
people. Almost before we nodded approval, she dashed oil 
to set it up. She placed a rcd-coloicd. woven screen on a 
table for four to separate us from the other two who were 
aireaiH eating. It’s a good thing she did so: it probably 
saved the security clearances of two old rand colleagues 
of mine, who. by chance, vs ere sitting at the table as we 
stepped up to take our seats. I sat down and greeted them 
as they stifled gasps and managed lo return tire greetings 
weakly over the icd screen, which h\ then had become a 
concrete metaphor for our different positions. It was more 
than a screen oi even the Pentagon Papers which was be¬ 
tween us. We hoth knew we had clnwen different sides. I 
felt comfortable, but they seemed to squirm: both arc 
fiflvivh liberals, who oppose U.S. involvement in Indo¬ 
china. One is an economist: the other an expert in propa¬ 
ganda analysis. Both have done extensive work in Vietnam 
and probably feel they arc speaking the truth to power— 
a noble task; in reality they are but speaking truth for 
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» ” ..I. .• •' " ""All IJ M.'T l,l,i;.|ll IIK ). 

I he sc nu n aio paid w ith mu t % nm and have a lot 
to V_*l ii> a/*out li e war. I he info^^^ion t!u*\ have in 
their heeds and the scciet doc in.nri^^^lhey know about 
could do much to rese.il tI k* evil* of U.S. gosx rnment 
poliev. Oik of them cun went so f., r as to tell D m ! IJshcrg 
he didn't want to see him fo; el least two scars. When 
I adod them hove things were !oir. , ». the one nearer to my 
sent responded with a stab-mem. the ir.scr ulihilits of which 
is unsurpassed csen in Vietnam: “You know hosv it is, 
'I ons’, not hint* ever changes.” 



./ 

f 
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1 leave rand and set out to study my own 
country first hand. 1 walk the streets and 
meet diverse people not previously part of 
Qiy. culture. I tour collen.es and share wine 
with deni/ens of the Bowery. The Pentagon 
Papers break all around me. I become an 
outlaw and a jailbird. They plan 150 years 
in prison for Dan and me. so we need help. 


TT FAS'!NO RAND WAS A MOM CM OP C RISIS for me. It SVQS 
nol lh.il I was distraught over losing a career; on 
j . the contrary, I had ncsci thought of myself and 
RAM) as being manivd. I had not been “coopted.” 
nol because 1 vs.is any better than all the kwd people 
who arc, but because my commitment had been of a dif¬ 
ferent order. H and, for me. was a means of eel ling some¬ 
where else. I had rotten there and found out vs hat I wanted 
to know. Wh u bothered me most was that all the liberal 
myths about “boiing from within” had died while I was at 
rand, and I didn't have any strategy lor change to re¬ 
place them. 

I decided to float for a while, and wait lh«* ’(>0s out. I 
began to study my countrs in much the same manner as 
I had studied Vietnam. I was able to do this much more 
easily, of course, because I kn:w the United States much 
better than Vietnam and could cut corners. Also, unlike my 


ivmiiivi r.Arsn cuiicrgiicN, Miin i ncncvc in using nurcau- 
cralie methods. I toured ?ls and worked there. I lived 

with f ? r a nr Is on the lov^^rnst side who knew the neighbor¬ 
hood so well they coidn point out all the muggers. They 
took me through the Harlem streets, and we went into 
"shooting galleries” (where junkies take heroin together). 
At one point I came close to death when three black men 
with knives mistook me for a heroin pusher. Luckily a 
friend sasv the atinck from across the street and helped 
me chase otT the attackers. I hit college campuses during 
the strike after the C ambodia invasion in spring of 1970. 
By December of that year I had decided to go to work 
for the County Probation Department because I feel pro¬ 
bation is the only viable alternative to incarceration. 

On June 13. 1971. the Pentagon Papc r s broke; a few 
days later Sidney /ion. an unemployed former New York 
Time* journalist, told the world that Dan had done it; and 
on June 19, in the afternoon, the I III appeared at my door¬ 
way. The dialogue was terse: ‘‘Arc you Russo?” "Yes.” 

We want to talk to you about Lllsbcrg.” "I do nol wish 
to talk to you.” "Do you have a lawyer?” "That's none of 
your business.” 

I he I 111 lost no time in having me subpoenaed by the 
grand jury. On the following 1 uesday morning. June 22, 

J pulled up to ms house and. jus! as I got out of my car, 
noticed an I BI car skid to a halt blocking my driveway. 
Both doors flew open and two agents bounded up to me and 
tapped me on the shoulder with the subpoena. I noticed 
that Robert Meier, the U.S. Attorney, had not signed it. I 
later found out that Meier was against the government pur¬ 
suing the case, because they essentially had none. He re¬ 
signed shortly thereafter. The agents assured me that the 
subpoena was legal with only the clerk’s signature. My 
attorney concurred, so I showed up at the courthouse the 
next morning w ith my toothbrush in my pocket ready to go 
to jail because I was sure of one thing: I was not going to 
cooperate with the inquisitors. I made it clear that while I 
would tell my story in open court 1 could not tell it in secret 
before a grand jury which is acting as a rubber stamp for 
the prosecution. Originally intended to protect the people 
from arbitrary prosecution by kings, grand juries in Amer¬ 
ica have become repressive tools of the executive branch. 
No man or woman of principle should feel obliged to co¬ 
operate with them. Grand juries can punish or harass people 
who don’t do their bidding. Legally they have the power to 
grant the witness immunity from prosecution (whether the 
witness wants it or not); he or she is then in the position 
of either answering any and every question asked (without 
counsel present) or being cited for contempt of court and 
put in jail. That’s precisely the position I found myself in 
last summer. I he prosecution was trying to coerce me into 
helping them get Lllsbcrg who. 1 have heard it said, was 
marked for prosecution by Henry Kissinger, one of his for¬ 
mer colleagues. 

I wasn’t put in jail right away. T refused to testify on the 
basis of the f ifth Amendment and stuck to my position, 
even after they granted me immunity. ! faced jai! six times 
while a series of continuances, bails pending appeal, and 
Slavs of execution played themselves out through the sum¬ 
mer. hach time it was a relief to find a few more days of 
freedom. But finally, on August 16. the Supreme Court 
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denied my motion to str.v out of jail; 1 su dered to the 
bailiff ©n Vic'courthouse steps at 4:ft^feM.;tncl was in 
the fo; / ;iroles County l.-il v »!hin IwnJMrs. Alter spend¬ 
ing, the nivht on the concrete floor of the hull pen. I was 
called info the honking room. I he hook ini* cVt!;. a young 
woman, insisted on I shine m\ leading classes while I was 
trying to explain to her that 1 needed them. Apparently 
you re not supposed to t.dh during the hooking process, 
because one of-the guaids became incensed at me. grabbed 
my arm and h^p.m shoving me clown a hallway where four 
other guaid> joined in and pushed me rather vigorously 
into a “maximum security** cell the hole. The absurdity 
of the situation began to sink in ns 1 sat on the floor in the 
hole. They had kept me up all night, made me sleep on the 
floor, shoved me around, and hadn't even let me make a 
phone call. I sat there until about 8:30 am when I figured 
the time had come to ask for my phone call. The guard 
outside the door ipnoicd my request; he wouldn’t even 
acknowledge hearing me I started getting mad and kicked 
the door for several minutes when all of a sudden it Hew 
open, half a dozen guards burst in, and 1 was thrown to 
the floor, their knees in my back, while they handcuffed 
me. chained my ankles, and bed my wiists and ankles to¬ 
gether behind my back They jammed the door behind 
them and left me on my belly tied in a neat little bow. 

The fact that I was now a criminal continued to be im¬ 
pressed on me during ivy cntiic 47-day stay in jail. On 
September 6, in Terminal Island f ederal Piison where I 
had been transferred. I was beaten up for refusing to let 
tw'o guards take my join rial fiom me: one of my toenails 
was h'df torn off, a bone bruised, and a bump was left 
on the back of my head I or this I w\as then hauled before 
the “adjustment committee'* (the Prison St *r Chamber pro¬ 
ceedings) where I was charted with “agitating and disrupt¬ 
ing the other inmates.” 1 he guard who haJ beaten me was 
present buj^said nothing; I attempted to engage him in 
dial ogue but he would have no part of it. In fact, no one 
on flic committee said anything after I finished delivering 
my defense, which diew on behavior modification psvchol- 
ogy. 1 was ushered out of the room while they deliberated; 

I returned to hear their verdict. I was acquitted of the 
charge: a hollow victory at best. 

On October 1 I submitted a motion to the court, re¬ 
questing a transcript of any grand jury testimony I should 
choose to make. Harlicr in the summer I had suggested this 
to my attorney, but he hadn't thought it would work. So I 
got a new attorney who felt differently and we made the 
motion. If the court would giant it. I would ague to testify 
because a copy of the ti.msciipt could be made public. It 
was equivalent to letting tlu* public into the grand jmy 
loom as tar as I was concerned. 'The court did grant the 
motion, and I then agreed to testify. I was let out of jail. 
»nd scheduled to appear in court on October IS. But I 
never did testify; the prosecutor. David Nissen. abusing 
hie process, refused to agree to give me a transcript and 
termed the coufI order “unlawful and beyond the author¬ 
ity of the court.” A month after Nissen disobeyed the court 
♦rdcr an opinion was handed down by the picsiding judge. 

•Ion. Warren J. Ferguson, declaring that, since I bad been 
* illing to testify with a ti.msciipt. I was no longer in con- 
empt of court. 


But no sooner was I out jail and back on the street, 
when at the corner of NM^^iri and Selby Avenues in West 
1 os Angeles. I was pullci^^er. handcuffed, choked, pushed 
face first into the pavement and beaten by two officers of 
the I .os Angeles Police Department. I was charged with 
two counts of duoiderfy conduct, one of resisting arrest and 
drunk driving, and am awaiting trial. I he next night IZIls- 
berg spoke at the biggest political rally in the history of 
I.os Angeles. It is well know that the FBI and the right- 
wing Los Angeles Police Department woik closely to¬ 
gether, although proving they did so in this ease will be a 
difficult job. 

After six months of coercion and harassment, the pros¬ 
ecution indicted me, disregarding the immunity which they 
had given inc in June. My feeling is that the prosecution 
would have indicted me back in June had they not wanted 
me to help them get Dan. Attorney General Mitchell 
boasted back in the summer that he would indict anyone 
involved. He must have decided I was dangerous, for over 
1 fi FBI agents came to try to arrest me, threatening my 
friends for “haiboiine a fugitive.” although the indictment 
was still secret Instead of calling my attorney to inform 
him of the indictment so I could surrender, they declared 
me a “fugitive ’and started hunting me My lawyer heard a 
rumor about it, checked it out. and arranged for my sur¬ 
render. I haiely escaped being dragged in like a criminal 
and held for 5100,000 bail. 

So far, this is a story without an ending The indictment 
itself is an affront to one’s sense of justice. Dan and I are 
charged with “conspiracy to defraud the United States and 
an agency thereof.” But the whole point of the Pentagon 
Papers is the incredible extent 1o w hich the government has 
defrauded the people of America. There is much more at 
stake than the fact that Dan faces 115 years of jail and 
I face 35. A.< William G. Thompson, one of Sacco and 
Vanzclti’s lawyers once said: “I will say to your honor 
that a government that has come to honor its own secrets 
more than the lives of its citizens has become a tyranny.” 



■ -« 


Without the help of Katherine Hark ley, my partner, this 
piece could not have been written. 
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PRESS CONFEREN CE 
Wednesday, March 22, 1972, 9:00 am 


RAMPARTS Magazine and Anthony Russo, co-defendant in the 
Pentagon Papers Conspiracy case, will hold a press conference 
Wednesday, March 22d at 9 am in front of the Santa Monica head¬ 
quarters of the RAND Corporation. Russo will detail charges against 
the RAlyD Corporation made in the April issue of RAMPARTS which 
goes on sale the same day. 

RAND’s involvement in the Vietnamese crop destruction program 
and the hitherto secret "Vietcong Motivation and Morale Project," and 
other specific RAND studies.now presently classified will be revealed 
by Russo. 

In addition, Russo will urge employees of the Air Force think-tank 
to work in the public interest, rather than for the benefit of Pentagon 
war aims, by releasing classified studies. These studies, he will argue, 

- have been classified, not because the nation would be hurt if their contents 
were revealed, but because their exposure would hurt certain highly 
placed officials. 

In this way, March 22d will mark the beginning of public exposure 
and understanding about the RAND Corporation^, one of the most important 
but least known institutions shaping U. S. policy in Indochina. 

Contact; Katherine Barkley (213) 459-2830 
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FRCM: \isLSAC, BOSTON (65-5236) 
SUBJECT*.' MC LEK.- 1 SIO 

Re Boston nltel dated 3/29/72. 




Enclosed herewith for the information of the Bureau and 
Los Angela* are two copies of two articles appearing in the 
3/29/72 edition of the "Harvard Crimson", a daily newspaper 
published on the campus of Harvard University. 

The first article is described as an "unofficial tran¬ 
script of secret testimony presented by SAMUEL L? POPKIN, 
Assistant Professor of Government, before the Boston Grand 
Jury investigating the Pentagon Papers case." 



The second article is a news analysis entitled, "Grand 
7,.™ t-h* n*rk" bv RICHARD J. MEISLIN. 
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Grand Jury in the Dark 


Bv RICHARD J. MUSLIN 


Copyright 1972 by The Harvard Crimson 
A document received by the Crin son yesterday 
indicates that the Boston grand jury investigating the 
Pentagon Papers case is engaging in a blind fishing 
expedition in its questioning of Samu‘1 L. Poplin, 
assistant professor of Government. 

The 25-pnge document is an unofficial tr im.cript of the 
grand jury's questioning of Popkin during :ti five and 
one holf hour session Monday. Official transcripts of 
grand jury hearings arc secret and are n't available to 
the public. 


Mall'S A V IIA'SIS 


The full text of the unofficial transcr.pt begins in 
column one of (his page. 

The nature of the questions pul 10 Popkir. by the grand 
jury seems to suggest that it knows far 1 ss about the 
processes involved in the procurement am distribution 
of the Pentagon Papers than is generally tssumed. 

Its interest in Popkin appears to re. ect a self- 
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protective attitude stemming from 
a desire not to find itself without any 
leads for investigation of one of the most 
outstanding examples of how private 
citizens can reveal information that the 
government would rather keep in the 
dark. 

Despite an opening statement by 
Popkin testifying that he had seen 
portions of the Pentagon Tapers cniy 
after their publication in The New York 
Times and that he was not aware of any 
plans for publication or distribution, the 
grand jury repeatedly asked him about 
his involvement in both of these matters. 
r R repeatedly read the paragraphs 
•rors his original statement denying j 
Knowledge. 

• The grand jury', failing to obtain an 
affirmative answer of previous S 
knowledge, then moved into the more 
nebulous area cf opinion—did Popkin 
have an opinion on who might have had 
fcopies of the papers? 

Fopkin’s questions on the relevance of 
these inquiries were repeatedly rebuffed. 

1 But the jury pressed further. How were 
these opinions fermed? Through contacts 
and interview s in line with his research on 
Vietnam, he replied. 

Who were these contacts, the jury 
countered. Popkin repeatedly invoked a 
narrow definition of the First 
Amendment— protection of the identities 
of sources under freedom of speech. 


press and assembly. 

It is for these First Amendment 
answers that Popkin faces a hearing on 
whether he should be found in cuntcmp*. 
The prosecution s argument ls based on 
the Questions that ! aid not answer, 
popkin said wsscMay. "and n v t cr. 
that l did answer." 


He added that h;s altitude toward the 
Pentagon Papers was basically one of 
disinterest. "You don t find out anything 
about Vietnam from the rcnt.it.on 
P: pers—you find out about 
V h in gto ft .**_ - 
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Transcript 

(Continued from page 6) 

A. I can't say. 

Q. Was it many, more than 10. 
more than 100 (other similar 
questions). 

A. I simply can’t recall. You're 
asking me something that wasn’t very 
centra! to my existence. It’s like 
asking me who I discussed the Super 
Bowl with. It was neither important 
to me nor—as I said this morning 
anything that lit light bulbs or rang 
bells. 

Q. Mr. Popkin can you be more 
^precise as to how many such 
conversations you had . 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

The Foreman: I don’t feel it’s 
necessary to answer that question. 

A. Okay then if it’s not necessary I 
won’t answer the question. 
(Apparently from later questioning 
Popkin misinterpreted foreman.) 

Q. Mr. Popkin. you ve indicated it 
was many questions, was it more than 
5? 

A. Yes. (mention of Super Bowl)— 
not that clear to me—how can I 
possibly say. 

Q. Mr. Popkin you've told us you 
have opinions based upon your 
conversations with others, with 
whom were these conversations 
held? 

A. Persons I interviewed in the 
course of my scholarly research. 

Q. Who were these people? 

A. Sir, I respectfully decline to 
tnsweron the grounds that it violates 


my rights under the First 
Amendment to freedom of press, 
speech and assembly. 

Q. Mr. Popkin relate to us as best 
you can the conversations which 
caused you to form opinions of who 
possessed the Pentagon Papers in 
Massachusetts. Wed like to know the 
substance of these conversations? 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Foreman: I don't think it’s 
necessary to answer that question—I 
don’t think it's necessary to see your 
counsel in order to answer that 
question. 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. # 

Talk from the prosecutor. 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Permission granted. 

A. Persons I have interviewed in 
the course of my research talked 
about documents and decisions that I 
now see are discussed in the 
Pentagon Papers. Other persons who 
I interviewed had had access to what 
is now apparently this study. I was 
never given definitive information 
that someone possessed the study in 
this st3te. 

Q. Mr. Popkin with regard to the 
conversations with individual f who 
refer to documents or decisions 
relate to us the nature of that 
con versation. 

A. Are you asking me about the 
contents of interview*? 

Q. We are concerned with...we 
would like to know specifics of 
conversations in which documents or 
decisions were discussed. 


A. Is this really necessary? 

Q. Who were the conversatic 
with? 

A. Persons interviewed in 1 
course of my research. 

Q Please name these persons .' 
A. Do not remember if there v 
an answer or he just backtracked 
more information. 

Q. Mr. Popkin what is the nature 
you best recall of conversatio 
indicating information which caus 
you to form your opinions. 

A. It s still not clear to me. Are v< 
asking about opinions I form 
before or after June 13. 1971? ^ 
Q • Mr. Popkin this morning yc 
said you had opinions. 

Answer 

Interruption 

Answer 

Interrupted Answer. 

A. You asked me this morning if 
had knowledge. I said I had n 
knowledge only opinions. 

Q. Air. Popkin who in your opinio 
possessed this study prior to June 1 
1971 ? 

A. First Amendment taken. 

Q Mr. Popkin relate as best yo 
can conversations which caused yo\ 
to form opinions that certain 
individuals had Pentagon Papers it 
Massachusettspiior to June 13. 1971 
A. Previous answer repeated. 

Q. Mr. Popkin think of one o 
these persons, a Mr. X and wha 
caused you to form the opinion tha 
Mr. X possessed a copy of the 
Pentagon Papers in Massachusetts 
prior to June 13. 1971? 

A. May f see my counsel. 

Q * (Called back because Barry was 
in a hurry to finish) Mr. Popkin have 
you had adequate time to consult 
with your lawyer. 

A. No i have not. 


i 
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\ A * In course of my interviews if 
became apparent that many persons 
were acquainted with documents and 
studies such as the Pentagon Papers. 
Q. With whom. 

A. Persons interviewed in the 
course of my research. 

Q • Please name them. These 
persons who furnished you with the 
information which caused you to 
form an opinion as to who possessed 
the Pentagon Papers in 
Massachusetts prior to June 13. 1971. 

A. I respectfully decline to answer * 
on the grounds that this question 
violates my rights to freedom of 
press, freedom of speech and 
freedom of assembly under the First 
Amendment. 

Q Please state the specific time 
and place of conversations which 
caused you to form opinions as to 
who possessed a copy of the 
Pentagon Papers in Massachusetts 
prior to June 13. 1971? 

A. To the best of my recollection I 
am unable to recall the specific times 
and places of any conversations. 

Q. To the best of your recollection 
when did the conversations take 
place which caused you to form 
opinions as to who possessed a copy 
of the Pentagon Pcpers in 
Massachusetts prior to June 13. 1971? 

A. To the best of my recollection I 
am unable to recall the specific times 
and places of any conversations. 

Q. To the best of your recollection 
when did the conversations take 
place which caused you to form 
opinions of who possessed copies of 
the Pentagon Papers in 
Massachusetts prior to June 13. 1971? 

A. Over the past years (aside to 
stenographer: that's years plural) 
without any specific recollection. 

Q. Mr. Pop kin you don V recall an v 
specific occasions which you can tell 
us...any specific time—Mr. Ponkin 
you don t recall any specific 
occasions which you can tell us a 
time or place more specific than 
that? 

A. Request permission to see 
counsel.. 

Q- Mr. Popktn you've been taking 
a lot of our time—you were just gone, 
for fi vc minutes. 

A. 1 hat is not true. [ came back as 
quickly as I could. It was much less 

Q Welt the time before that was 
nearly five minutes: the last time was 
relatively short. Please keep it short. '- 


A. I'm doing my best to keep this 
as short as possible. It's as long for 
me as for you. 

A. As I said this morning I 
vaguely—dimly—recall first hearing 
of what is now apparently this study 
sometime in late 1967 or early 1968. 
-w Where did this conversation 
take place? 

A. Request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. this is the third 
time you've asked to see your counsel 
on a similar, very closely related 
question. 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

A. The conversation took place in 
cither Connecticut or Massachusetts. 

Q. Where in Connecticut or 
Massachusetts? 

A. If Connecticut it was in and 
around New Haven while I was 
teaching at Yale. If in Massachusetts 
it was in the Boston area. 

Q. Who was that conversation 
with? 

A! Someone I interviewed in the 
course of my research. 

Q. Who was this person? 

A. I respectfully decline to answer 
on the grounds that this question 
violates my rights under the First 
Amendment to freedom of press, 
speech and assembly. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. getting back to the 
question Id asked you earlier, it 
seems were getting lost, / ask you 
what conversations you had that led 
you to form opinions as to who might 
have possessed the Pentagon Papers 
in this state? 

A. I hdve not changed the subject. 

Q. Mr. Popkin were there any 
subsequent conversations ... 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where? When were these other 
conversations? 

A. Over this period of time. 

C* Other rnrvprsa lions 

were there which caused you to form 
opinions as to who possessed the 
Pentagon Papers in the state of 
Massachusetts . 

(Continued on Page 8) 
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I Q. Has anyone else ever discussed 
i nth you the possibility of releasing a 
i opy of the Pentagon Papers to Meal 
* Ihcehan. . 

A. No. \ ‘ ' 

Q I fas anyone discussed with you 
he possibility of releasing the 
Pentagon Papers to anyone else? 

A. To the absolute best of my 
nowlcdge and memory no. 

Q. We have asked you about Meal 
heehan, I would like to now ask you 
' you have any knowledge with 
tspcct to the Washington Post? * 

A. Absolutely none. 

Q. Do you have any idea as to the 
ource or mechanics of transmission 
f the Pentagon Papers to the Boston 
llobe . 

A. Absolutely none. 

A. That also holds with respect to 
very other paper that published any 
art with the exception that I 
^member reading in some open 
ublic source, some story about some 
ew'spaper in America receiving 
amething through the mail that 
junded like a “dead letter drop." I 
innot remember which newspaper 
at was. I have no knowledge other 
\an that of the source and 
iechanics of transmittal for any 
swspapers. 

Q Did Daniel Lllsberg discuss with 
>u the contents or existence of the 
tnfagon Papers between January 1. 
17J and June 13. 1971. 

A. Any information I might have 
xnes from interviews conducted in 
e course of my scholarly research. 
Q. 7 he question was repeated. 

A. I regretfully and respectfully 
xline to answer on the grounds that 
is question violates my rights under 
e First Amendment to freedom of 
tss. speech and assembly. 

Q. Mr. Popkin let s return to a 
lest ion you were asked this 
orning. What is your opinion as to 
rsons you believed possessed a 
• py of the Pentagon Papers in 
issachasctts prior to June 13. 1971? 
A. What is the pertinence of my 
inion on this subject to the subject 
der inquiry. * * 

Q. The grand jury does not answer 
tstions. - — » — 

5- The question was repeated, 
k. Sir, I respectfully decline to 
twer on the grounds that this 

v)tlUIt Violate* IIIJ •»£••• mihici tilC 

It Amendment to freedom of 
tss, freedom of speech and 
'dom of assembly. * ~ 


\ 

Q. When was this opinion formed? 
Let me start over Mr. Popkin—is 
your opinion as to persons who 
nnrtrx.x ,he pentagon Papers in 
Massachusetts based upon 
conversations with others? 

A. My opinions as to persons who 
Tnay have possessed the Pentagon 
Papers in the stale of Massachusetts 
were based upon interviews 
conducted in the course of my 
scholarly research. 

Q • What was told to you in these 
conversations which caused vou to 
form an opinion as to the persons you 
believed possessed a copy of the 
Pentagon Papers in Massachusevf 
prior to June 13. 1971. ys' 
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J (Continued from page 5) 

* 197/ what was your knowledge as to 
’i the persons who participated in 
; making this study? 

. Q. Mr. Pop kin am I correct in 
observing that you are making a copy 
of the question. Why, Mr. Popkin. 

A. I want to be able to accurately 
reflect the question posed to me 
when I consult with my counsel. 

Q. Mr. Popkin why do you leanest 
to see your lawyer. We are asking a 
question where it is not clear as to 

* why you need to see vour counsel. 

A. I request to see my lawyer. 

Q • The grand jury wants to be 
agreeable. We are not asking you for 
•information from your lawyers. They 
have no information as to what you 
know...(unclear) 

A. I didn’t realize that that was a 
requirement of (unclear) to be 
allowed to see my lawyers. I request 

see my lawyers. 

Q. The question h jj prior to June 




13. 1971 , what was your kno wledge a * 

to the persons who participated in 
making the study. 

A. May I be advised to the 
pertinence of that question to the 
subject under inquiry. 

Q. No you may not. 

A. My only knowledge of that 
answer comes from scholarly 
research. 

Q. What is that knowledge. 

A. I respectfully decline to answer 
that question on the grounds that it 
violates my rights under the First 
Amendment to freedom of the press, 
speech and freedom of assembly. 

Q. Is the knowledge derived in part 
from conversations you had with 
others? . . 

Q. Who were the persons you 
interviewed to acquire this 
knowledge of who participated in the 
study? When and where were the 
conversations in which you acquired 
knowledge as to who participated in 
the Pentagon Papers study. Forget 
that. 

A. May I—The persons I acquired 
this knowledge from were 
interviewed in the course of my 
scholarly research. 

Q. The question was who were the 
persons you interviewed to acquire 
this knowledge. 

A. I respectfully decline to answer 
this question on the grounds that it 
violates my rights under the First 
Amendment to freedom of press, 
freedom of speech and freedom of 
assembly. 

Q. When and where were the 
conversations you had in which you 
acquired your knowledge as to who 
participated in the Pentagon Papers? 

A. The interviews were conducted 
over the past 5 or 6 years in the 
United States and Viet Nam. 

Q. Can you he more specific as to 
where these conversations were held 
in the United States? 

A. New York. Califo rnia. 
Connecticut, Massachusetts and the 
District of Columbia. 

Q. When was the conversation in 
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conclusions as to who participated; 

A. This seems to imply chat I was 
trying to conclude and find out who 
was working on this study. 


i 


Q. Please answer the question c 

was given. 

A. The wording seems to ur 
that I was investigating and tryini 
conclude as to who participated 
Q. Have the stenographer r 
back the question. 

A. As I pointed out to you. 
implication that 1 was trying to fc 
conclusions or studying 
investigating in any way t 
particular study are misleadi 
However, interviews in which 
learned of the existence of this sti 
which is now' so prominent go back 
the District of Massachusetts at le 
to late 1967 or early 1968. 

Q- Were there a number 
conversations in the District 
Massachusetts which helped you 
form this conclusion as to whe 
some of the participants were? 

A. Yes and I want, and ask l 
stenographer to make clear that 
interpret these as interviews and- i 
conversations. 

Q. Was this a number 
conversations with different peo\ 
or several conversations with o 
person? 

A. The interviews would cover 
number of interviews with differ* 
people. 

Q. Who are those persons to who 
you are referring in the District 
Massachusetts which ted to vo 
knowledge of who the participar 
were in the Pentagon Papers stud 
A. Persons I interviewed in tJ 
course of scholarly research. 

Q. The question was who are tho 
persons. 

A. Persons I interviewed in tl 
course of my scholarly research. 
Q. Please name them. 

A. I respectfully decline to answ 
the question on the grounds that 
violates my rights under the Fir 
Amendment to freedom of pres 
freedom of speech and freedom < 
assembly. 

Q Mr Popkin. prior to recess vo 
testified that you do not know Net 
Sheehan. 

A. Absolutely correct. 

Q- Sir. Popkin wtutid you desenh 
to the Grand Jury wnac you know t 
the relationship between Ne: 
Sheehan and Da me I hit them 
A. Nothing. 

Q. Has Daniel Fit she rg eve 
discussed with you the pc ubihtv 


Papers to Neal Sheehan. 
A. No. _ 
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(Continued from page 3) 
was die source of the Pentagon 
Papers? f 

A. I do remember that the two FBI 
agents told me Daniel Ellsbcrg had 
admitted giving the Papers and that 
they wanted to "know all about 
Daniel Ellsberg" but I can’t 
remember details of the conversation 
other than that there were a great 
number of question r about his 
character and personality and also 
that I told them that I had no 
knowledge that anything like this was 
going to happen and had not seen any 
part of any portion of any version etc. 
If you have a transcript of what I am 
supposed to have told these FBI 
agents I would be glad to refresh my 
memory. 

Q. Mr. Pop kin do you recall or 
don't you that you said your 
irpmediate reaction was that Daniel 
Ellsbcrg had been the source? 

A. Repeated in effect what was 
said abose. 

Q. He said what does that mean. 

A. Popkin said that means no. 

Q. Mr. Popkin, might you have 


told them that Daniel Ellsbcrg 
rpight have been the source? 

A. Are you saying might I have 
told the Fpi that Dan Ellsbcrg might 
have been the source? 

Q. Mr. Popkin let me rephrase the 
question . Disregarding what you may 
or may not have told the VIU on July 
12. do you recall an immediate 
reaction that was formed in your 
mind upon hearing about original 
stories in the New York Times about 
who may have been the source? 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. how can your 
counsel be of use in this case? We re 
asking you about your immediate 
reaction. 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Q. Mr. Popkin you are being asked 
about your immediate opinion, how 
can your counsel be relevant? 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Q. Mr. Popkin you are stretching 
things for this grand jury. Your exits 
from the room having (sic) been 
ranging about five minutes. This is 
being an inconsiderable 


A. Mr. Prosecutor, this has beei 
going on for me as long as it has fo 
them. I am sincerely sorry about th< 
trouble and time I’m taking fron 
these good people. I assure you that 
am just as anxious as they are to ge 
this over with. 

A. What is the pertinence to th< 
subject under inquiry of m) 
immediate reactions to the stories 

Q. Mr. Popkin the grand jury doe . 
not answer questions. 

A. I could have told the FBI that 1 
thought it might have been Danie 
Ellsberg because I had a number o 
speculations as to the sources—as tc 
*he possible sources of the ncw< 
stories. 

Q. What were your othei 
speculations? 

A. What is the precise relevance o! 
my speculations formed in the course 
of scholarly research to the subjccl 
under inquiry? 

Q. Let me withdraw the question 
and ask it in a different way. What 
were the bases for your opinion and 
conclusions as to who may or may 
not have been the source? 
f A. I had no conclusions 
whatsoever, and my opinions and 


inconvenience to the grand jury. .speculations were based entirely 


upon my scholarly research. 

Q' To your knowledge when did 
Neal Sheehan acquire a copy of the 
Pentagon Papers? 

\ A- I have absolutely no knowledge 
whatsoever as to if, where or when 
Npl Sheehan acquired a copy of the 
Pentagon Papers. 

Q. Mr. Popkin is it your testimony 
that you have no information other 
than what you have read in public 
sources as to the mechanics of the 
distribution? 

A. Yes. Absolutely! 

Q. When did you first learn of the 
existence of the J y entagon Papers? 

A. I request permission to see my 
counsel. 

Q Mr. pnpktn whv rotdd von 
possibly want to see your counsel. 
This is a straightforward question of 
fact. 

A. Mr. Berry, every time I have 
been here since July or August when 
a question which is actually very 
complicated is asked I am always told 
it is very simple and I shouldn't want 

i « 

... 4„c loom, j request 

permission to see my lawyer. 

A. During the course of my 
research I became aware of the study 
that is now prominently differented 


PAGE FIVE 


(sic) from all oti er studies by the 
name of the Pentagon Papers but I 
cannot say if it was 3, 4, 5 years ago 
more or less. 

Q it prior to June 13. 1971? 
' A. Yes. 

Q. To the best oj your recollection, 
more than a year before that date. 
A. Yes. 

Q- Were you awi.re of the scope of 
this study? 

A. I can t really say. When I heard 
about the study it certainly did not 
light bulbs and ring bells in’my head. 

Q Before June 13. 1971, did you 
become aware of /he purpose and 
scope of this study? 

A. May I please be informed of the 
perfifirnrp f 0 the subject under 
inquiry on my knowledge of the 
scope and purpose*of this study? 

Q. Mr. Pitpkin we tre not going to 
answer that questtor you need not 
repeat it. 

A. I understand. G *ncrativ I knew 
about the scope of th \ study, but not 
its Piirno</» I .11/i -,%• . •» .*.« 

its chapter headings f« r example, nor 
was it anything especially exciting to 
me. 

Q Mr. Popkin pritr to June 13. 
(Continued on dMge 6) 
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j7/ie grand jury is not concerned about what you 
• I hare learned from public sources, but we would 
//Ac to ash you the runnes of individuals... 


Q. You said previously in your 
testimony that you did know of some 
people who possessed the Pentagon 
Papers. 

A. No I did not say that. I said I 
. know people using numerous studies 
; who may have used this study. I do 
not have any knowledge about 
possession; 

Q. Mr. Popkin. if that is the best 
you can do. what is your opinion? 

A. What is the pertinence of my 
opinion to the subject under inquiry. 

Q. bio you may not inquire as to 
the pertinence. 

A. I have no opinion other than 
that formed in .the course of my 
scholarly research. 

Q. H hat is that opinion as to 
persons you believed possessed 
copies of the Pentagon Papers prior 
to June 13. 1971 ? 

A. I respectfully decline to answer 
on the grounds that this question 
violates my rights under the First 
^Amendment to freedom of assembly, 
speech and press. Pause. 

I Q Mr. Popkin. perhaps l should 
rephrase that question. What is your 


Q. Did you know Neal Sheehan's 
name was on the original bylines? 

A. I don't know about the original 
bylines. 

Q. Do you recall be ini' interviewed 
by special agents in July 1971? 

A. I most certainly do. 

Q. When in relation to your return 
from Hong Kong did they interview 
you? 

A- Technically I was not returning 
from Hong Kong. I was returning 
from the International Political 
Science Association Conference in 
Mannheim, Germany. 

Q. Okay. When within your return 
did they interview you? 

A. "Within about 18 hours. 

Q. Do you recall telling the FBI 
you had an immediate reaction as to 
the source of the New York Times 
Pentagon Papers stories? 

A. They asked me so many 
questions from so manv angles at 
once that I simply can't remember. 

Q Did you tell the FBI July 12, 
1971, that you thought Dan Ellsberg 

(Continued on Page 5) 








! Q- Okay Mr. Popkin what is your 
opinion? 

A. How is my opinion relevant...? 

Q. Grand Jury doesn't answer 
questions . 

A. In the course of my research I 
have become aware that many 
persons were using portions of 
studies which probably included this 
study in preparation of their works, 
and in addition many who have lived 
in Massachusetts have publicly stated 
that they have worked on' or had 
access to this study. Whether or not 
they had access in Massachusetts I do 
not know. 

Q. Mr. Popkin was your answer 
read from a prepared statement? Mr. 
Popkin was this answer prepared by 
your lawyers? 

A. I wrote this answer during the 
lime I was out of the room. 

Q. Mr. Popkin the grand jury is not 
concerned about what you have 
learned from public sources, but we 
would like to ask you the names of 
individuals referred to in the last 
answer who you believe possessed 
this study in this state prior to June 
13 . 1971 ? 

A. Ask for permission to leave the 
room. 

Q. This is nothing but the specifics 
within your last answer, why do you 
need to see your lawyer? 

A. I request permission again to 
see my lawyer. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. you have taken 
many visits, your last visit was more 
than five minutes, this is nothing but 
specifics within your last question. 

A. I request permission to see my 
lawyer, why are we hasselling about 
this? 

Q. Okay Mr. Popkin you may see 
your lawyer. Mr. Foreman I think 
this would be a good time for a break. 
Mr. Foreman: there will be a JO 
minute break. 

A. Are you asking for my 
knowledge or my opinion? 

Q. Is there a difference? 

_- - _ 


opinion as to persons you believed 
possessed the Pentagon Parers in 
Massachusetts prior to June 13. 1971? 

A. Is this grand jury really asking 
me to violate confidences necessary 
to my research, simply to discover 
my opinion? 

Q. The grand jury does not answer . 
questions. 

A. I respectfully decline to answer 
this question on the grounds that it 
violates my rights under ihe First 
Amendment to freedom of press, 
assembly and speech. 

Pause. 

Q. Do you know Neal Sheehan? 
A. No, by reputation only. 

Q. Have_ you learned in any 
manner that Neal Sheehun acquired a 
copy of the Pentagon Papers in 
Massachusetts? *- 

A. No. 

Q. You arc aware Mr. Popkin from 
public sources at least that Sheehan 
is given credit for investigative 
reporting and discovering (later on 
repeat changed to "causing to •be 
printed')—the Pentagon Papers? 

A. His name is obviously on— 
somewhere near the top of the list. 

Q.- When did you first become 
aware of his association with the 
printing of the Pentagon Papert? 

A. I cannot be sure, sometime in 
June or July. 

Q. Where were you June 13. 1971? 

A. Visiting my fiancee in Hong 
Kong. 

Q • When did you first become 
aware of these stones? 

A. Sometime %ery near to that 
date, some of the Hong Kong racs 
started to print stories about the New 
York Times stories and the Supreme 
Court fights. 

A. Have you since had time to look 
at the original New York Times 
stories of June !3. 14 and 15? 

. A.Tve looked at so many pieces in 
so many places, internationally and 
locally, of published sources fh^ f 
~~~—. saj anything about specific 
stories.fioru.soccific dates._ 











you know someone must have 
possessed them and they must ha*e 
been in this state, is that correct * 
A. 


i cs. 


Q . To your knowledge, has anycre 
else possessed a copy of the Pentagon 
Papers in Massachusetts? 

A. To the best of my knowledge I 
have never seen any portion of the 
Pentagon Papers other than that 
which was published openly. 

Q. To your knowledge has anyone 
else possessed the Pentagon Papers 
in Massachusetts? 

A. As I told you I have never seen 
any portion of any \olume of any 
version of the study other than that 
which I purchased openly from 
newspapers and bookstores. 

Q. The question was do you know 
if anyone possessed any portion of 
any copy of the Pentagon Papers:' 

A. What do you mean by know/ 

Q. Let (sic) for this exclude mass 
media versions of these papers. Do 
you know...repeating the question. 

A. What do you mean by know/ 

Q. Has it come to your knowiedze 
aside from seeing them in tie 
newspapers that someone had the 
Pentagon Papers in this state? 

A. As I have said I have never seen 
any portion of any version of any 
volume etc. 

Q. Do you know from knowledge 
other than from having seen thf~\ 
that someone possessed the Pentagon 
Papers in Massachusetts? 

A. During the course of my work 
on Viet Nam I ha\e become aware e: 
numerous people working -::r. 
numerous studies among which 
or may not be what is rot 
prominently differentiated from a 
others as the Pentagon Papers. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. more specific a... 
do you know if someone posse: •« - 
what is now known as the Pentc: 
Papers in Massachusetts other ir.~ * 
to the extent you hu e previ'u.:- 
testified? — ■ ^ % 


:! 


A. May I see my lawyers? 

Q. WV forgot to a sk for the record 
Jrc your lawyers? 

A. William P. Homans,'Jr. am: 
Daniel Klubock. 

Q. Mr. Popkin as you know c 
witness has the right to sec hi: 
lawyers only on serious questions \ 
You have been out of the room twict 
already for periods as long as ter. 
minutes. You are now asking 
permission to leave the room for t 
third time. Is this necessary? 

A. Yes. 

A. Other than my previou 
testimony I do not know that any on 4 
had any portions of the Pentagon 
Papers in this state. 

Q. Mr. Popkin. What do you meat 
by know? 

A. May I see my lawyer? 

Q. Mr. Popkin let me rephrase th* 
question. Do you have an opinion c- 
to whether or not anyone possessed ~ 
copy of the Pentagon Papers if 
Massachusetts other than to th ♦. 
extent you previously testified. M’ 
Popkin we want to be precisely sur. 
what you meant by the word know • 

A. I asked you before what vc: 
meant by the word know ## 

A; May.I inquire as to how* im 
opinion is pertinent to the subjec 
under inquiry? 

Q. No you may not. Mr. Popkin i 
your opinion did people have—i 
your opinion—(something abou 
when was this study in this state ./ 

A. Don’t you want to know don't 
have an opinion. Yes I have x 
opinion. 












HH 













in Vifi Nam about the United States* 
involvement in Met Nam. and I have 
sec n hundreds of articles, studies and 
pir»rrs, published nnd ur.pt^r.hrd, 
relating to my work. As a serious 
researcher in this area. I have been 
given considerable information by 
people in and out of government, 
both high and low in the bureaucratic 
r* system. My access to information 
depends to a large extent upon the 
' Confidence of my sources in relying 
upon my not divulging their 
identities. This is essential to the 
work of any serious researcher 
concerned with current and 
controversial subjects. 

The Harvard Faculty have 
adopted the following 
resolution: 

Resolution of the Faculty 
Council, Faculty of Arts and 
j Sciences; Passed unanimously at 
the Faculty Council Meeting, 
January 19 f 1972; With respect 
to current and future 
interrogations of scholars in the 
course of grand jury 
investigations, we state that, 
while it is the function of grand 
juries to question witnesses in 
. order to establish whether 

i # 

crimes have been committed,** 
the protection of confidential 
l sources of information requires 

• . that the Government exercise 

, restraint in subjecting scholars 

to questioning before grand 
i juries. Any loss in a scholar’s 
ability to obtain information 
freely lowers the quality of 
i public debate and inhibits the 

1 advancement of knowledge 

upon which our society depends. 
When questioning a scholar 
about matters connected with 
his research, the Government 
% should demonstrate a strong 

need for having the questions 
- answered. VVithout such a 

demonstration or a showing that 


A. May | b c advised as to the 
Pertinence of that question to the 
subject under inquiry by this grand 

i :sr y? __. 

Q • No you may not . ' * , 

A. My telephone number of (sic) 
b7r>-55*45. 

t 

Q. Have you ever seen any portion 
tsamr wording as last time) of the 
Pentagon Papers? ' ; ~ 

A. (Read exactly from paragraph 2 
of the statement.) I have, of course, 
seen and skimmed portions of that 
study that have been published by the 
Boston Globe, New York Times. 
Christian Science Monitor, Chicago 
Sun Times, Washington Post, 
Bantam Press. Beacon Press and the 
Government Printing Office. 

Q. Does this mean that the only 
version you have seen you viewed 
after publication? 

A. (Reading from paragraph 3 of 
statement.) As I told*the FBI In isic) 
July 12th, to the best of my 
knowledge and memory I have never 
seen any portion of any version of 
any volume of that study popularly 
known as the Pentagon Papers prior 
to its publication. 

Q. Were you aware in any manner 
that anyone possessed the Pentagon 
Papers in Massachusetts? 

A. (Reading from paragraph 2 of 
statement.) I obviously became 
aware that- portions of the original 
study or copies of portions of the 
original study must have been 
possessed by people in Massachusetts 
prior to publication. 

A. All I saw was what was 
published, what was purchased, and 
read in newspapers or bookstores. 

Q. (in effect) Did you see the 
original after publication? t 

A. I only saw what was available in 
bookstores and newspapers. ^ 

Q. You indicated by virtue of the 
(act that they were published here 
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• : (Continued from page 1) 

American Involvement and Decision¬ 
making in Respect to Viet Nam. 

First. I want to make it clear that I 
have, of course, seen and skimmed 
portions of that study that have been 
published by the Boston Globe. New 
York Times, The Christian Science 
Monitor. The Chicago Sun Times. 
The Washington Post. Bantam Press. 
Beacon Press, and the Government 
Printing Office. I have obviously 
become aware that portions of the 
original study, or copies of portions 
of the original study must have been 
possessed by people in Massachusetts 
prior to publication. 

I want to state, however, as I told 
the FBI on July 12 th, that to the best 
of my knowledge and memory I had 
never seen any portion of any version 
of any volume of that study popularly 
known as the Pentagon Papers, prior 
to its publication. Nor was i aw’are of 
any plan or intention of anyone to 


the questions relate to the 
scholars own participation or 
direct involvement in the 

commission of a crime, a scholar ' 

should be permitted to refuse to 
answer questions about his 
contacts anu sources. An 
unlimited right of grand juries to 
ask any question and to expose a 
witness to citations for contempt 
could easily threaten scholarly 
research. 

I would therefore request each of 
the members of this grand jury and 
this grand jury acting as a whole to 
respect my obligation to refrain from 
divulging the sources of any 
information I have gained in ray 
capacity of a researcher, and I 
respectfully request that whatever 
questions I am asked be pertinent to 
your inquiry into the Pentagon 
Papers, and that such pertinency be 
explained to me when appropriate. 

I would also like to request that i 


My access to information depends to a large ex¬ 
tent upon the confidence of my sources in relying ( 
l( P on m y not divulging their identities. I 


publish or distribute for publication 
the Pentagon.Papers or any portion 
thereof. Nor did i at anv time or in 
any way participate in 3ny 
distribution of. or any plan to 
distribute, the Pentagon Papers for 
publication. --—. 

During the course of my research 
on Viet Narn, in which I have been 
engaged since the summer oi I 
!.av: :v*f J rrtrmeroM* pei»PJe ; .n 

numerous p:j*es in this counry m a 
in Viet Nam a*>out ihe (»ni»cd States' 
involvement ;n Vice Narn. and ! Ivavc 
seen hundred* nf riricles. sfiiiiu'i and 
papers, published mui unpubfcdteu. 
relating t*% mv *orlc. As a •op# jus 
research in th*> area ! iuve been 
f n < ider de lit mat 1 bv 


be informed of the pertinence of the 

questions f am asked to the subject 
natter of your investigation, to aid 
•ine in applying the guidelines set out 
in the Faculty Council Resolution. 

. Q. As Mr. Nisscn to id you in your 
last appearance, you have irr.munitt 
and you cannot he prosecuted except 
for perjury, etc. I would like to ask 
you the three questions of Januarv 
Vi 'hat is vottr tele phone t 
number? 

A. May I be advised as to the 
^'ninenee of that question to the 
Mibt CCf under inouirv by this grand 
• uryr 

0 Vo you may not. t 

A. .*iV f e!cphone number of (sic) . 

■^(#•5545. I 

•> 00 


•* K*v<S » r%< I Lvm, in 


f..« r«* V* I •• 
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Popkin and the Jury 
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| Crimson Obtains Transcript •. 


i 


Copyright 1972 by The ! larvard Crimson 


The following unofficial transcript Q. Why don't you wait until the 
of secret testimony presented by end? 

Samuel L. Popkin. assistant professor A. Mr. Foreman, I would like to 

of Government, before the Boston read the statement now. 

grand jury investigating the Pentagon Q. (To the Foreman) I s it all right 

Papers case came into the possession with you? 

of the Crimson yesterday. It is Prosecutor finally sevs OK. 

not—and should not be construed A. Entire statement is read as 

as—the t fficial court transcript of follows: 

the testin ony. At the end of court it is my understanding from the 
proceedings in the case yesterday, testimony of the foreman of this 
that testimony had not been put into grand jury that I have been 


typewritten form. 


subpoenaed here to give testimony 
concerning this grand jury's 
investigation into the Pentagon 
Papers, which I understand to mean 


Monday. March 27, 1972 
Q. What is your name? 


A. My name is Samuel Lewis the multi-volume study done under 
Popkin. Mr. Foreman. I request rite Department of Defense of 


permission to read a statement. 


(Continued on Page 3) 


/ 

, / 


/ 


/ 


! 


f 

\ 


\ 


v 


* 









F B I 

Date: 4/6/72 


Transmit the following in 


Via 


MRTEL 


(Type m plaintext nr mdr) 

, MR MMT. 


(priority) 


V . • * tV-I_1 

M r. R- _ 

M« M l.r N - 




TO: 

a 


FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
(ATTN.: DTD) 

FAC, FAN FRANCIFCO (65-6076) 


Ni . '/ !’ > _ 

*>!.'•*• - 

t . -I _ 

-•■•'•V_ 

* I' . ;:in«!_ 

**r *i»»r_ 

1 . •*:..»» _ 

S •* •i*’* __ 

R'»*m_ 

M 4 • 11 *lr.ics_ 

Mi *s Candy— 


v«-? 

TJ f 
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SUBJECT: MC LEK 

SIO 


ay** 


Re Fan Francisco airtel and T.HM, dated 4/5/72. 

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are six (6) copies, 
for Poston and Eos Anoeles two (2) copies each of an EHM, 
captioned, "DANIEL ELLFPERG; ANTHONY JOSEPH RUsco, Jn, dated 

v 4/6/72. 

The files of the Fan Francisco office contain no 
pertinent information or information known to bo identical 
to the subscribers identified in the enclosed E’*» , 


R ? 3 4 - 8 72-— 

Special Agent 


Sent 


Special Agent in Charge 


M F’er 

u. S. IJO\ ERNMfNT I*WINTIM. OF MCI 1*« 3 O - (II) 
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In Reply, Pleas? Refer to 
File .\o. 




in m;TTST\Ti;s 


htm i;\t 


or 



FF.DKKAI. IHHKAl' OF !\VKSTIG \TION 


San Francisco, California 
April 6, 1972 


DANIEL ELLSBEDC; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR. 


Durina period June 13-15, 1971, "The New York Tines," 
a daily newspaper published in New York City, published the so- 
called "Pentagon Papers," Daniel Ellsbera has since publicly 
admitted being responsible for making the documents available 
to the news media in the United States. Anthony Joseph Russo, 
Jr. , and [fa niel Ellsberg are currently under indictment for 
violation of Title 18, Section 371, United States Code (Con¬ 
spiracy) » Title 18, Section 641, United States Code (Stoalinn, 
Concealing, Unauthorized Conveyino and Reeeivina Stolen 
Government Property); and Title 18, Sections 793 (c), (d) and 

(e), United States Code (Espionaae Act). Tnvestiaation has 
indicated that Daniel Ellsbera may have had help in reproducina 
and distributina these documents to various newspapers throunh- 
ou t conducted to determine 

i f n i e 1 

assStec^ffRoerq in the release of the "Pentaaon Papers" to 
the news media. 


past, iden 
number 



reliable information in the 
r charged to telephone 


who has furnished 
toll calls ma 
listed t 

_ , California. Additional investiaation 

etermned the followina identifyina information reaardina 
subscribers to these telephone numbers. 


has 

the 






$s: 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclucions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your aaency. 

declassified by_ \e. 0 ? ft 

ON Szjllll _- _"d , 
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[ 1 Acknowledge 

□JAssign _Reassign 

| ' Bring file 

(□ Call me 
f I Correct 
| | Deadline 


ACTION DESIRED 

| | Open Case 

_ f~ 1 Prepore lead cords 

□ Prepare tickler 

PH Return assignment card 
[77] Return file 

_ [~J Search and return 

J77j See me / ✓ - 

□ Serial #-^1—-— 


Post □ Recharge 
Send to 


777] Deadline passed 

□ Delinquent 
| 1 Discontinue 

□ Expedite 

□ File 

77J For information 

□ Hondle 

□ Initial & return , " — 

TTHCeods need attention 

□7 Return with explanation or notation os to oction token. 
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. , . , NOT RECORDFD 

J submit new charge out 

□ Submit report b^ 6 APR 17 1972 
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(Mount Clipping In Space Below) 
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•/ .r 

l . >' v,; 


* te 

ront- 


Cnr-?.M r iT:: Dr'i 
con;icvc:*y lovar 

y-:r cts) r ‘•h.'dc natc 
Ji »r, bo.n nr.riionH met' 
pi eminently ns tin jossile 
source of the (. % h'\v Yor) 
Times' dccimvm’s. DanH 

EH.-bevr, r. ‘ irn'Ci Stij 

Dej t. are IV*.:rlannr, 
and of 1c e v*’.v.:hir." of l 
phantom fi;*»: r , aor^c 1 i- 
day to be hue view.* 1 a\i 
sen ct lee.'tion. 73n A . lie r- 
fused to disci*-, i his io!e, f 
any, in the release of tr 
^jtkrumentr. T ns v r \ him whfc 
• he eon'idcis liy? most ii- 
portant revelations to da? 
from the Pentagon doe- 
nu nts. 

KM.SBERG: 5o far, I thin 
both from the papers thor- 
sdvrs, nul the reaction t 
th r m in the public and frci 
the Administration, I thifi 
the lesson is that the pcoyb 
of this country can’t r ioi 
to let the Prer- dent urn te 
c»v»ntry by hintscH. Kvn 
foicipn affairs my more tha 
d» :nr die affairs, without tb 
hr !y> of the Centres:-, wit* 
oul the help of the pubh 
Ob\ Sourly the public r.ecii 
mere in r oi ination than it 
!.•»'{• n from the past Yor 
l u in tho array t 

V;v*?iani. ;r they’re to 1 
eh. i’T'e tl^ii l» ‘ poiv ibililfc. 

] lhinh. 


p 


. 11 


ill': / / / Lj f ;Lj 


r ’ 


CT.OXKITK: Isn’t [bis col¬ 
lecting of -Ibis pioblon 
public Information more 
the rhaiaetcr of the lead r rs 
lu Washington than It is in 
my tiling that can be ler;is- 
1: trd? ]f the leadership 
v.i lies to be candid with the 
Anirrion p.'cplo, j resuniahly 
it will be. If it dees not wish 
in fhtie's almost nothing 
•*'. d. Mm i i c r> can do other 
Ihm ;• 11 • mj t to expose the 
1 1 idh. r.nt getting to deca¬ 
ni* ids is another problem. 

Id.f ‘‘.JIMRO: I would dis- 
nsiri' .villi tint. It seems to 
me ibd, again, the Icadeis, 
by vhom I think you’re re¬ 
fining, lo I he executive of- 
f* ,, i.d . to the Executive 
lbof government, have 
r '• I an impression that t 
Mr-’ the i<: t of us have he* i 

* v. lo accept over the 
1’ * p.i :i« i.Mion. And that is 
Met * ho H r.-r.tivr Bianeli is 
H e ) rpuient. And that fn- 

• rd Ihyv mo leader:; in a 

s* n-e fh ii m »y r.of 1c HI* 
l’il’ i* ! \ if .. r*'| r* If) • * || 
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(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 
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Date: 

Edition: 

Author: 

Editor: 

Title: 


Character: 

or 

Classi flcatlon: 
Submitting Office: 


| Being Investigated 



























L w.m struck Jn fact by 
"Trcsldonl Jclni 'on s r*. 
to these icwlntiors as clc.ro 
to treason. lkcause it re¬ 
flected to me the sense of - 
that what was damaging to 
the reputation cf Hie partic¬ 
ular ndmiri' tration or partic¬ 
ular individual, was In effect 
.treason, which is in effect 
vciy clo c o to sayin g I am the 
slate. And I think that quite 
slnccn.dy many pic-sid-uitu, 
not only I.ynJcn Johnson, 
have come to fre 1 ‘.hat. 

What thc«.*o ' • s : f 
Is v o nm t \ ( :m • 
a * ♦ If »T!i'r.' • 
a •* ♦ !• • •.'•»v* , ri■ •. / 


stituti« o piov;.:* 


IT me 
his is 
\ We 
1 in 
o- 
vp- 
'Vn- 


■4 


S iem v irr ’ J • ’ 7 go* ) 

lent—alive ' 1 ‘ v 

»nl I thi** * •..>*' ’ ihi - • • • 

crk. It ) * n". »v.ay:; •- *.“• 

the case. I think v.e cam.;; 
at all Vt tV cpeials of v 
Executive Tra,. h detenu c 
for us wh“t II is that th: 
public n r ‘.j '"O': .*b:..t 
veil ’■ J Vs v tlry r:r*r 
- discharging thf.ii* functions. 

CHONKJiE: Speaking c! 
Mr. Johnson’.*; were! > that t.V.? 
is trc £‘0 ..us, or v.-ha lover 
that exact quote was the.-: 
is a quo iion 1 ere thou a. 
isn’t tVi..\ of an individ. *’ 
setting up h;*> own nv. 
judgin'.nt ever that of ti : 
law in the question of rr v-v’- 
ing there cVenvent:*, for in¬ 
stance? I :rrnn when v.e ta . 
about public responsibil.! y 
and private morality, ar.w 
government responsibility 

! here's a oossreads theie 
l?k 1 vhat about this qnrstk: 
f individual n oral reaper; 
ibilily and the law? 


u<j;R 0: I ihinlTO 
right in d'-: <uibin;; it r*j 
moi.i cVicc. A vciy dif¬ 
ficult ei.c. Vay j’iiii’i 1 r, I 
w.uM tale it to hi ir pos¬ 
sibility, the choice that (he 
New York Times e l fhe 
Washln ;,!*m Post, and now 
the (He t o) fhob'C (DCf. 

ror.'S :;orr.: ?:vs &<<v; did 

not mention the Uh ; rr : * 
Sun Times, v'liwh ca r r i ; d 
sonic )•»*.• oo’/j //*oi>i (/V; Vt :t- 
taymi paper* COiVcf yr ;tr,-- 
ite!f t nor f7:c Do ? 

TLner, n.'d l he K.'i'jht W\ 3 • 
papers, ’('J Or : material f. nr,I 
the r,rt,ft document* earn* 
over the w'.m hour* a[l:r 
the Crcnldte interview ft ;d: 
plane), roinctime.i T believe 
l ave f* 1 vrd, hwirg b en In- 
iciniol by the Jo 1 k ? JV- 
tart meat that in lb ) intcr- 
J clatim of the law by the 
Justice Pepb, Jam r s TV ,!r>n 
or A» ihur Oclis Sub.bur.^or 
(of the New York Time:*) or 
TVu Jhadlce and Ka Mia line 
fJiVham ( f d f .h^ T.n«; /nyrles 
Tim* ) v c Id l;*j in violation. 

They v.ahead at their 
jronnrdy, I flunk, fueling 
that lb* ir c'MV.di'u to the 
people e r the cou.itty, and 
Ic.'ic light•} umPr the Eir.i 
^.incndiueid, came above the 1 
leiprc'ation b*y the Ju -tiee 
pb or the .l5cfur,e Ib pt. 

h.v that’h berically an anal¬ 
ogy. 


i 


t. i 

i . l 


fiNi.iT>.: Mr. 
a ; . • iimoit funrtkul 

u I? th r rc v.as not r.\ 
/ I'- the sy::tom? Now* 
* ni >);• ;. b' r.b''nld be 
-t i. r thud* lb* t’s a ccin- 
>.dy [ :>'’••> ] ;»inl to be 
. I > ! r 1!ie ryslr.ri Js 
b' - j; ', 11 ry) hOV f dO'::» 

o • ; • ' :.oi l of. ]ji o- 

if -: f r ( \ l ationn If 
•» i • ’ ■ bis own dc- 


* r j ho sy.st< m 

i>.' ’ll think, 
v hi * • < ’• • way that 

1 . c d is to * 

' < i s lias an 
’ i ’ t • •, :*•; do r s the 

• r. t‘ * jecr.s—Js 
\ / ’ ]»roiCCt the* 

■' < ytnn. I 
) : vc ;•-po!:cn 
Any official 

' ’ '*vs silent 
■ n v.h at 
' «.?'.? v.ho 

\.lio ?po!:e 



?'.V hy Daniel 
' i T2rp:rrl aired 


Here in jr'l ere the clot'ment^ 
lUVdnrff hut r>i[;hi on a CDS Xcr: S; 
vt JQnjO p.hi. The TV inf review bb’Tr Cron'kitc, 

If jtrd (a,V''.r ia the day at on vn* 1 ;%r' -%:d location, did 
not bear on the question of whether Kllbcrg uas the 
sou. ere. for tii r poriinvt of the lonfj r'rrct Ten la yon report 
IrjjjzJ ]>y The Xciv York Times on June / >, J } vndj£^ 


v 

- rl " 







- « 

*t too frankly. It’s vcr^JvixJ- 
—tryTTTie way our system 
crates now, for a truly 
»nk, honest man, to stay 
? that system indefinitely, 
ithout being deeded ou 1 , or 
.od, or made apathetic, or 
i fact, corrupted in the end. 
That has to change. And 
•**e government — you ask 
y.v can the governnent 
* iction. I have to say the 
iwcrnmont is not function* 
well with the odds 
ighted as they are now 
*. awards concealment, to- 
a.rds fright, in effect, fear. 

1 ** *r of the consequences of 
ying the constitutional ob¬ 
it ion to inform the people. 

; RON KITE: Now concern* 
z the documents that we 
i seen so far. These doou- 
• *vts as released, it lias 
ca pointed out, are incoin- 
*:to* history, for example. 
~y do not include the Ttatc 
documentation, the 
e House documentation, 
•pt as that across the 
•*ag^n areas, and th} In- 

I jis.nls v.rro not availabll, 
:her, >o you draw in ; u ) 

' innevnt investigation;. 

\ 

U.SIW'Hfr;: Jt was simply \ 
Irrrf’ of the study that 1 
j a secret. And that was ) 
v hy wc were forbidden to 
Interview . . . 

CHON KITE: I/^t me ask 
about that. 1 Tow war; it 1-opt 
* >.;• net from the \\ iitc 
! f ou.se? 

.EM-SBERO: Ihv.v was it 
prpt a secret from the New 
York Times? The fart is that 
rcicls can be IwM by mm 
»n the government who-c 
••arcers have been spent 
1» arning ho v to keep their 
months shut. I was one of 
those. 

CKONKfTE: The docu¬ 
mentation, being somewhat 
incomplete*!-* flawed hi'.cry 
i> what some have said about 

it. 

ELLSBERO: Incomplete, 

r i’ e all Idstoiy it j3 f 1.» vcd. 
*i v j certainly wry in icnipk.'nl 
a s' ut. IDs a hep knur l 
V. wauls hhjtory. I would r;»yl 
Is an r-s id.i:d 1 •ginning.* 
wit It’s only a. beginning. 


(to: ;kit}:: Well jbcii-is* 
it possible to draw conelu-^, 
fiions, Mr. Ellsberg. from 
what wc have read so far in 
this documentation? And I 
ask that with a couple of 
specifics in mind. I mean, 
let’s just take some cases. 
Assistant Secretary of De¬ 
fense (John McNaughion, I 
think in 1004 1 believe it was, 
came up with a paper that 
was in there, suggesting pos¬ 
sible provocation of North 
Vietnam as an excuse for 
escalation of the bombing. 
There is really no evidence 
at all that Pit sklent Johnson 
approved such a progiam ci 
a thought or would have 
entertained it if It had l '.cn 
bi ought to him, is thne? 

•t DLI.SBERCJ: When you ray 

M 1 

there’s ro evidence on Froii- 

- Ant J' hiron you arc comlt. 

’i|.e record, the document?, ly 
rccoid r\ai!:d‘!v for thlsstu J* 
is fairly cfr.ipldc on (he 
rccerd of pie i«U ntial dcci- 
sloir. ) it on the thinking 
that thr Pi." •:<(•!.t may have 
brought to 1 ?r on those de¬ 
cisions ate net co the internal 
memorar/ba that I'm fane 
flowed within the While 
House. As a matter c f fact, 
my imprc"s! r .n is that pi c i- 
dcntifil opir.ionTr* such mat¬ 
ters is Ic f s commit led to 
pny.'T than that cf almost 
any other ofR'/rd. More on 
the telephone, more in private 
conversation. It doesn’t leave 
a documentary trail. 

So it wou*-l certainly be 
right fiom an h'-'miral point 
of view to .<ay that conclu¬ 
sions about j residential mo¬ 
tive arc least accessible from 
this particular dc.inwntny 
record. 

chonkit;;: So ?n v.c 
really do l av: hoie, except 
wh r rc the p V.crt:al c»ocu- 
mci.lavy trail, as you say,, 
ere res the It begon area *" 
what v.c have h ie then is 
the thinl.irg of lower c rhetors 
on the contingency planr.ir.;: 

p.-»• • • v 


^ j. —. Is again a (sic) n^r^ \ ‘ 

inn contingent v ; ^ j.- \ J Iow inuch th c Pi, ider.t c V. 

hat is a qniic (1 1 . \ ho judged only if we hi.;./ 
Tiplion kc.rg / ' Wl ,j * V the kind of service ht v.t. ; 

v* fftimor of f ier hj (Ui- ... , _ .,_ .. n 


than 
That is 

script ion l )C*.ng 
by former of f iei- W : " ' (ur- 
lYnl oiuWc-’ie talking, in 
most ca.-rcr, )) m V’'' 

were call'd rev 1<y I':-; 1). i- 
deni because of t»^ )(' n- 
mer.dation by a. hir/n official, 
ore or motlur, that ti > 
might well be u"0 in the 
future. Tiioy wcie dene in 
most cases in the pV ' 
you’re talking, rbo’d, v.jih 
the expectatku’ that o'*" of 
several of a .small group of 
plans would be us r d. 

In many cases v.c’r*' talk¬ 
ing about a plan that v.. “ 
used, or a plan that. \*» ' 

ommcmled. The fact th :t ^ 
was recommended, tl.r fr .r( 
that it had the character th: t 
it did, and the kind of nrp.n 
ment that it did, is in f oima 
lion that I would 
much needed 
public. The qu — . ^ 
ing, the* kinds of altei li 
that are pre rented to thc 
public to the Vk -idcnl. 

1 certainly agree Dirt one 
of the limitations to this is 
that it would be a mist: he to 
Infer too much fiom it as to 
what the President’s own 
thinking was. l or example 
It’s quite possible that he was 
not pelting at all alio natives 
that he would have been vciy 
receptive to. But it seems 
absurd to say that the public 
has no ncc4 to kno w, k l 
alone a light lo know, the 
nature of the rccommoid: - 
tions ultimately that have 
bern made by the appointed 
officials. 

And as a nv-ttrr of feet, the 
President’s Judgment hi 
choosing h : s appoint'd olfi- 
cials, and in slay u*g ith 1 -u 

year after year of t: p'mu"*, 


did, is in f O!ma- 
;ould ray is v mV 
1 to know by thy 
quality cf think! 
Is of altei n-tivr I 


he judged only if we hi.-;./ 
the kind of service hi 
getting from tho: e Miboidi- 
nates. 

CROMKITE: Why rev, 
why today, when ».Tcsi*’ 
Nixon has a policy oZ vvit’.i* 
drawal from V ; n an l 
seems to proceed::.;.; ''long 
in that plan, sho *kl tb : 
thrown up to thc—T •' Hi 
American people? Wouldn’t 
it be better to let tbi^ war 
g^t over with and the?i Uke 
a look at how decisions were 
made and see how we can 
improve that process In k c 
future? \ 

EM/iBERfl: The ImprA- 
sion of thc public, the voters, 
In 10G1 was not unlike Die 
impre >rion you’ve just de¬ 
scribed right now. But they 
were \vrm\g. They were mis- 
t?l on as to where their 
president nr.ant to take the 
war. As a matter of fact we 
have the ironic news which 
we now learn, a id l think 
again it is wo:th having 
V-rned tills, that his errou- 
f.-nt in that election knew 
luiore than the public did ani 
\morc than he chose to tejl 
y\n pui **: about the »'alure < 
that jd,'nning. 

I l’ve been 
for the last 
most two 

Die fall of . .. 

information that J h*n i. .» 
people that I trj.tcl I 
respected within th? /»• ;.«!;?- 
I d i at ion, that wo we: •'* In for 
a. replay of the year IC I» 
that were - if net c\M:r*t to 
tli^ public that In it r clf didn’t 
piove it was rot j , :bhle I :• 

-o jf I* • bi t I:.*. i r* i.t 

jit 1 r ’ ( M’l'-'f’t: n»n% #'f *V rt . , . 

CRONKITM: \Yh»t do you 
mean by a r* play cf *6(? In 
v.hat spn ifics? 

I'rxSBERfJ: In 19C4, 
officials who were my 
leagues at that time In 
Department of Defense 
come to believe that it 
o - vntial that the Ui 
I f tr:» be bombing N 
ITTiam, with who: 
wore not tlmn at war, :,hu 


'cn very ct/.lX 1 I 
Inst two y v .:rs 1 i- 
o years now, r h 
r *09—based ci; 
















Continued from PageJr 
about the war than almost 
any other thing that I've ever 
read. 

Those revelations it so 
happens are in the study, 
had not on the whole come 
out. Again the period ’54 to 
’56 is I think almost more 
significant than what comes 
later. The Kennedy period 
is just beginning to come 
out. I think the motion 
that this study was de¬ 
signed, to embarrass John¬ 
son versus Kennedy, I think 
will be quickly allayed 
within the days, given what 
I find coming out in the 
papers right now. 

We’re talking about a 
history that covered four ad- 
ministration^. Thro# Demo¬ 
crat, one Republican. One 
of the striking aspects of it 
I think Is the sameness of 
policy throughout those four 
administrations. 

If there are implications 
for the current administra¬ 
tion, I think it’s because 
it’s really difficult to read 
those studies from the be¬ 
ginning and consecutively, 
conclude that any one of 
them, any one of those ad- 
^ ministrations, would have 
behaved very differently 
than Lyndon Johnson did. It 
may be that they would, but 
you can’t have much con¬ 
fidence that they would, in 
1965 and the circumstances 
in 1965. And that’s not reas¬ 
suring at all. 

It does in effect take the 
issue out of politics as you 
defined it, I think, and raiie 
much more questions df 
whether we have been pla\V 


Ing follow-thc-leader a little 
and whether we 
should not look very hard at 
the question of the Congres¬ 
sional role in foreign policy. 
The role of the courts In 
passing upon relations be¬ 
tween the President and 
Congress. And the relation 
of our policies to our Inter¬ 
national obligations. And the 
need for the public to take a 
much more active and In¬ 
formed role. 

So I think ultimately the 
effect will be far more on 
our institutions under the 
Constitution than It will be 
on the fate of any one party. 


CRONKITE: But a point that 
you made In some of your 
writings is that throughout 
all of the deliberations, all 
the papers, all of the account¬ 
ing of the costs In dollars 
and of expenditures and the 
inputs and the outputs as 
you mentioned it, there was 
never any mention of con¬ 
sideration of civilian casual¬ 
ties. And does that apply to 
the John Kennedy Adminis¬ 
tration as well? 

ELLSBERG: Oh It certain¬ 
ly does. I made that a very 
general statement, that this 
had never been looked at. 
At that time I did not allude 
to these studies. Nor had I 
publicly, however, at that 
time. 


ever. And the documents 
simply concern tWe^TnTernal 
concerns-reflect the internal 
concerns of our officials. 
That says nothing more nor 
less than our officials never 
did concern themselves, cer¬ 
tainly in any formal way or 
in writing, and I think in no 
informal way cither with the 
effect of our policies on the 
Vietnamese. 

CRONKITE: How would 
you describe the men who 
do not have the same emo¬ 
tional reaction to reading 
this, in knowing these—being 
privy to these secrets as you? 
Are they cold? Are they 
heartless? Are they villain¬ 
ous? 


But the fact is that In the 
seven to ten thousand pages 
of this study I don’t think 
there is a line in them that 
contains an estimate of the 
likelv impact of our policy 
on the overall casualties 
among the Vietnamese, or 
the refugees to be caused, 
the effects of defoliation in 
an ecological sense. There ls^ 
neither an estimate nor ; * 
calculation of past effects. 


ELLSBERG: The usual as¬ 
sumption, of course, the us¬ 
ual description of them Is, 
that they are among the most 
decent and respectable and 
responsible men that our 
society has to offer. That's 
a very plausible judgment. 

And yet having read the 
history, and I think others 
will join this, I can't help 
but feel that their decency, 
their humane feelings are to 
be judged in part of the de¬ 
cisions they brought them¬ 
selves to make. The reasons 
for which they did them and 
the consequences. 

Now I'm not going to judge 
them. The evidence is here. 
I'm sure this story is more 
painful for many people at 
this moment than for me be¬ 
cause of course It is familiar 
to me having read It several 

times. . , , , 

But It must be painful for 
the American people now to 
read these papers, and there’s 
a lot more to come, and to 
discover that the men who 
they gave so much respect 
and trust, as well as poVer,. 
regarded them as contem«u- 
















'as they regarded our 
Vietnamese allies. 

CRONKITE: We've talked 
mostly about long-range ef¬ 
fects of these revelations In 
changing the relationship of 
the government to the people. 
But what about the immedi¬ 
ate effect on the war as of 
these days in June, 1971? 

ELLSBERG: Yeah, the war 
Is going on. I was of course 
delighted by the vote that I 
read of this morning, the 
headline this morning, that 
the Senate had taken affirm¬ 
ative action to bring this war 
to an end, and of course I 
hope they will go much fur¬ 
ther. I’ll hop# that they dis¬ 
cover that their responsibili¬ 
ties to their citizens, the citi¬ 
zens of this country and to 
the voters, do go beyond get- 
t frn g reelected, and that 
they’re men, they’re free men 
w>lp can accept the responsi¬ 


bility of ending this war. 

My father had a favorite 
line from the Bible which I 
used to hear a great deal when 
I was a kid. “The truth shall 
make you free.” And I hope 
that the truth that’s out now, 
it’s out in the press, it’s out 
in homes where it should lx*, 
where voters can discuss it. 
It’s out of the safe and there 
is no way, no way, to get it 
back into the safe. 

I hope that truth will free 
us of this war. I hope that 
we will put this war behind 
us. And we will learn from 
it In such a way that the his¬ 
tory of the next 20 years will 
read nothing like the history 
of the last 20 years. 

CRONKITE: And so the 
epilogue has begun before the 
curtain has fallen on the last 
act of this long-running 
drama called Vietnam. Even 
before American involvement 
or the war itself has ended. 


the inquiry has opened on 
how* it all began. Elisbcrg 
speaks eloquently, with con¬ 
viction, and clearly with a 
point of view. But only one 
side of the continuing debate. 

The Pentagon report is only 
the beginning in itself. The 
incomplete history. There w ill 
be much more. And tempta¬ 
tion will be great for a witch 
hunt, the unmasking of vil¬ 
lains, and the manufacture 
of scapegoats. 

Should this happen, It 
would divert our attention 
and energy from a far more 
serious and urgent task made 
clear, if nothing else has 
been, by the Pentagon study. 
And that Is the reestablish¬ 
ment of that cornerstone of 
democracy, mutual trust be¬ 
tween the branches of govern¬ 
ment, and more importantly, 
between the government aid 
the people. Good night. 1 
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NYO became aware after the fact, that DANIEL ELLSBERG 
spoke before a luncheon held at the Harvard Club, NYC on 4/12/72, 
which luncheon was sponsored by Project Help Unsell the War, 
in connection with a newspaper story written by JERRY TALLMER 
entitled "Nixon Has Failed to Sell the Air War: Ellsberg", 
which appeared in the "New York Post on 4/13/72. 

Bureau attention is invited to paragraph 7 which reads, 

"If this 'cynical view' is true, ELLSBERG said somberly, then 'the 
war will not end...But I would not have released the Pentagon 
^Papers if I believed that'." 

Two copies of this news stgry are enclosed herewith 
f*r the Bureau. A copy is also being designated for the information 
of the Los Angeles Office. 
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Jl i; ;;1i in m! now, • ys i *r. P- ni*l 7 ,i' iir: ^ m rie*. 

1 ! nt Nixon**; }i< it :ofCiC ; * i. udax jy ruect/sfid" cr.mpai; .1 
•‘to : < 1 an cndi* • ; war by rn; mug it invisible" through 
"transferrin" it to the rir in the hope of jetting it off the 
TV news an*! out of the of Amniern:;." 

Sow thing of an ar.ti.r.iity cn .'bedding light 0 .*. the 
invisible, 3011 .1/ 1 ;; quote*! a line of ]•ortry by Vietnam v^erm 
J: ii 13 Try: "The !o.t. i«: never r.c'-M.s «> * :• 

quite come :i cn 1.” 'i i» 0 n be : j*o!:e of the r.Ightni.v.a 
has suddenly fallen aero.; Kichard Ni>x:i and his ci:*:2. 
o r re-election. 

.'hat ho lias most fm: <1 ever the last three ye. a 
Vi*.! r.*: mere offensive—"];.-.*; row come upon him . . 
u.;> : vears and ?, million tons of bo ml s later .... 

To ho has failed in j art of his strategy, no matter how 
It < : out. The war i-j visible in an election year. And the 

qu 1 1 ii i s* Can lie be r**-clr«:*c(l?" 'j 

* • .1* b j - \*, j( marls cn Nixon's selling of the war •. ... • 


”,: t a i 1: »v. ; ] ( hi*' 1 


i 




»*«• \ 1 , : .. • 1 - .*;.,. • * 

‘’ah- .‘hid it It :i N' -r a a : ad j, . •/ r. ..if'; urd r ; i. ^ 
mi pi :* s of the Il.OCUmcruber Ld-r;,ym<m and J^nynan 
Conor t n'd. 

r J hat f-ales job, said IP. 1 berg, had been cut of George 
Orwe’l—"War is Peace"—and "an irrul f to the American 
pcopl." in that it was based, on the 1 rlitf "that Amciicnn 
peoj;l>■ do not care and cannot he made to care about Vicl- 
namr ;c deaths.” 

J this "cynical view" Jr true, Illbhcrg said somheilv, 
tii f n "the v.ar will not end .. . Ihit I would not have released 
the P :nler;cn Paper.* if I believed ih.at." 

'j he one time Pentagon pb.nncr said be thought it "very 
hard o predict" the outcome of the : tin ' 1c currently r. . ir ; 
in Vidnnni 1 er.ure *T r ;g urn., a :;rl!y /js b:c.n .1 r-.ilb 
like this in Jib-lory, I grga :—ft. hr.cl' ,’crlly well-equipped 
liea.sant soldi .rs .agaiie t ;.;i m.n.da cu air power." 

1 -1 her;: * poke in a low voice, h. n and tense, even a bit 
v..w | /.o :..•••! ! -r.n «:j> rtf 

I be* ):■ ill » foie, fi; ! ‘ : hb, w hr rs cn t!.‘ 

^.Vrr, ’ due at bimo.i & binr a few hours a nor yc.xtci Jay’j 
lujiciuon. 

(hi * of the Project t T n r ll. ado, he tel 1 ibe m \ • be*..*.*: 
a biitbday rrd.e with 30 candles, "ihil ti.-* Vi* : a .. v.. 

.‘-.aid ■■rilsb'cr;:. his hands : n bis perbets, "is 1M years eld, r.ot 
30 years old." Over which ] riod, he said, "five Presidents — 
two I>p;:hii. ?r.. r ; r::! tb: e P . laser, t - !:'vo r oa1:u:. :’y 
lied : brut dm ualu.v ef * ,*.* V.’.v . v . r.f : n l v.h.no ,i. v . J 

going." 3 f u ;.rn;ir,c.2 is * ' ;" inlo ibi c j n.r c.v. 

r i , nimr»]i-:Ji:;cnbo..Yr '' n.a:dy. "WO’rc not in it. 
tlicir war." • 

l yr.dt n J< l..» \an. "W* ’re in. 1 
Nison. "Wc’ie In, but ve’re ;; 
over." 
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th.'it.. 
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new au •>: i\v[ST;r,\l:r/' 

CO.\!\JUMCAj:. ,\s sicilON, 

H i 972 


eletype 


) NR 017 PX PLAIN 

8:33 PM 4-14-72 NITEL WJG 
V}/' DIRECTOR (65-74060) 

LOS ANGELES ( 105-27952) 
FROM PHOENIX (65-1117) IP 

(?■ 

MC LEK j SIO 



t0 

V' 


) 




•A ] , 


Mr. Tolson_ 

Mr. Felt_ 

Mr r u* 7 ipb<!ll_ 

Mr R son_ 

Mr. M .hr _ 


M i. h' p ! 

I Mr. Mill-r, mUc 
Mr. Callahifnjp^ 


Mr. Casper, 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. l>nlbey_ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr. ponder_ 

Mr Hales_ 

V, W.ikart_ 

Mr. Walters_ 

Mr. S*v«iis_ 

Tele. Room_ 

Mi>s li _ 

Miss Gandy_ 


REBUAIRTEL TO ALL OFFICES MARCH SIXTEEN LAST. 

on subject 

RUSSO WILL BE IN PHOENIX APRIL EIGHTEEN-NINETEEN NEXT FOR 
SPEAKING ENGAGEMENTS AND RADIO AND TELEVISION APPEARANCES. 

HE IS ALSO SCHEDULED TO TRAVEL TUCSON FOR ENGAGEMENT, APRIL 
-NINETEEN NEXT. 

PHOENIX WILL MAKE APPROPRIATE ARRANGEMENTS FOR COVERAGE 
OF RUSSO’S ACTIVITIES AS INSTRUCTED IN RE AIRTEL. 

PENDING. 

END 
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UNITED STATES ^VERNMENT 

Memorandum, 


to : DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

( t 

fromII .) LZGAT, MADRID (65-3) (RUC) 

/Jr 

subject: MC LEK, SIO 


date: 4/6/72 


r 


y>' 


Remycab 3/22/72. ■ 

Enclosed for information and completion of Bufiles 
is one copy of a memorandum dated 3/23/72 fro m^the American 
Cbnsulate General- Barcelona, Spain, regardij 


** [ j 


■ 
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\ *» W 




3 - Bureau (Enc. - 1) 

(1 - Foreign Liaison Desk) 
1 - Madrid 
VVK:eim 
(4) * 


o 




y\ 




Airtel 


To: SAC, Boston (65-5236) 

From: Director, FBI (65-74060) 

O • - N 

MC LEK - 
SIO 


4/17/72 


1 - Mr. Wagoner 
1 - ADP 
1 - Mr. Hagy 


ReLAtel 4/11/72, no copy to Boston, which noted probability 
of trial of Daniel Ellsberg and Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr., in U. S. 
District Court, Los Angeles, commencing by mid-June, 1972. 


Bureau files reveal considerable investigation in the form 
of outstanding leads remains to be conducted by your office. Bureau 
desires you afford expeditious attention to these leads at this time 
so as to preclude necessity of conducting sensitive investigation 
while trial is*under way in Los Angeles. In this connection, the 
following specific leads appear outstanding and if they have been 
covered, Bureau should be so advised by airtel: 


San Francisco airtel 1/12/72 requested identification of 
two telephone numbers in your division which were c ^^ed on a long¬ 
distance b asis from telephone listed 

Bureau unable to determine whether subscribers to these 
Tw^teTephones have been identified. 


Bureau airtel 2/22/72requested your office further 
ldentifyBHHHH^ andBIMMI^fcand ascertain thei r, present where- 
Habouts an^^^^^^^^^tj^Boston airtel 3/3/7^adj^^d * as 

actuar^^HH^fSHiHIIH^^' •» that 4PflliHv aod flH^ ere 

both^Bj^^^^c^lzen^^ ^^^fcfifig reporteal^^ eturned toBHHb where 
he i^Tfflliated with theMBHBPiflHHi^B Present]/ 

whereabouts and employment of however”, have apparently not^ / ' 

been develop ed. In addition. Bu reau Instruc ted that in view of 
reported ^■■BBHPMtizenship of lead for WFO to 


• •Is 


1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 


JRII:bsf / y<? . 
(7) 


I i ll 

1 iirpbrll 
Kohimi 
•I,,hr 
IS l <*|iop 

Miller. K.s 

< allahan_ 

< ysper_ 

r **nrad_ 

Dal bey_ 

# 'levoland_ 

fonder _ 

• tales_ s _ 

ft a t kart 

ft alters 
>oynrs 
I.-It*. 

Ilolmi 

• land 
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Airtel to SAC, Boston 
RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 



contact Central Office of Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) 
concerning their background was to be set out at once upon 
determination of appropriate background data. No request to WFO 
to contact INS in this regard has apparently been made to date. 

background data regarding 
who was 

operation ofPHH|P|K} 
rton_, D. C., listed an - 
, Massachusetts, 

and Boston wa£ requested to determine nW formerly resided 
there and to review records of the Department of Motor Vehicles 
for additional pertinent information. Bureau unable to locate 
response to thfrs lead. 

res i denee of^ on * 
and that Massachusetts, wher^eis 

em ployed capacity as of 

?esidenc^r^971,®|P»ould have been in an excellent 
aware of the activities of individuals, such as 
■HHllBfe and others, who reportedly stayed at this residence 
T?rff?STto time. Boalfiivairtel 3/3/72 noted recommendation 
regarding interview of would be forwarded following receipt 

of-background information concerning him. Bureau files indicate 
.—ttie Cleveland Office has developed considerable background data 
pertaining td|B^and your prompt recommendation and observations 
concerning hi^interview are solicited. 

Retype 3/7/72 requested review^ 

Massachusetts, concerniii|^|^ 

of 

_ Boston, during Tatter 

L e« Con cerning this matt er appears 
[ S possibility 

. lur „ K /ior Angeles 

vund data concerning her, including check of records 
at should be completed as soon as possible so as 

to ^Sn^^!e^p^S>t interview should she return to the U. S. in 
the near future. 

Bureau airtel 3/14/72 requested your office finish 
material concerning certain public statements made by Daniel Ellsberg 
and noted that this material was to be furnished to the Dep J r *“®!? . 
for use in preparing forthcoming trial. Bureau files do not indicate 
receipt of this material and in view of Department s interest, you 
should expedite handling of this particular request. 


Or leans tej 
at 
Lati 

other residents of 
portion of 1971 and'her, 
most desirable. While 
exists she may return to 
tr: 
at 
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Airtel to SAC, Boston 
RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 


Jost 


_>tel 3/ 14/72 in commenting on effo^^t^^^ 

intervi ew 1,88 thenii^the 

AHRp^^and scheduled to return to Boston Advise whether 

VBP has been interviewed and if so, promptly forward results 
of interview in form suitable for dissemination. 


Boston teletype 4/4/72 contained allegation relating 
to possible connections between Andreas Papandreou and Daniel 
Ellsberg. Bureau desires this information be furnished the 
Department, as well as State Department and the Central Intelligence 
Agency, and if not already en route, you should immediately 
incorporate data in your teletype 4/4/72 in letterhead memorandum 
as instructed by Bureau airtel 4/6/72. 

In addition to prompt handling of above, Bureau expects 
your office to afford similar coverage to all investigation in 
your division which will arise from now until initiation of trial 
in Los Angeles. 


NOTE: 


With less than two months remaining prior to start of 
trial in Los Angeles, necessity of coverage of outstanding leads 
by various offices becomes apparent. Following file review, we 
haye reminded Boston of pending work in that division and have 

__requested expeditious coverage in order that need for extensive 

investigation during actual trial period will not be necessary. 
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•'.'"1 9, 1972 


v. 


nl l*ri*>n-',n:^^r6:»li st Association 
25 . oicon ftroet 
••oston, .is .inhunotto 


<e itJe men: 



We enclose our check for $10.00 as a contribution to the 
le ~el defe ise fund with rea-act to ’eaccn Press' publication 
of he fravelle edition of Vie enta/*'n r»ei\'.. 

We fool tie /to . ormnent ’ s interference and harassment of 
out church 'o x violati n of the retention anwuie us by fcho 
1 ni. " ed ^tr tes constitution. %’e feel it ic of utmost importance 
ths»t we proto.;t this action and defend apainst this sort of gov¬ 
ernment aotion with all possible effort. 

I am sending a copy of this letter directly to the FIJI, to 
e-^ve the 7 ; the trouble of / ettin- ray ns.v.o r.nd addroe- from your 

files. 

\ 4 /j* '•< 4 . 

-~*=z Vny truly y.ura. 
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AIRTEL 


A/7/72 


)J To: 8AC, San Francisco (05-6076) 

From: Director, FBI (65-74000) 

o 

■ MC LEK 
810 


1 - Mr. J.R. Wagoner 
1 - Mr. J.R. Hagy 


Reurairtel 2/2/72 identifying by telephone 
toll calls made from or charged to telephfmg_nuraber_; 


__ _ 




subscribed to by 
California. 

Als^> refer to your airtels and UIMs dated 3/28/72 and 
3/23/72 concerning these toll calls. 

Referenced airtel, 2/2/72, page 18, noted two telephone 
calls, of one-minute and thrj^iJHii^uration, were made on 
12/8/71 to telephone number Referenced LHM, 3/23/72, 

page 18, notes ca ll of one-minu te duration made on 12/8/71 to 

telephone *2 th 

number as p ® c f 

California^TeIJni73/28772 notestelephone c all nf tbTPft -minute 
duration made on 12/8/71 to telephone number 

id entifies subscriber to th is as 

— i—calif JnrfaT Examination 

jo^refle^^^uiree-minute telephone call made 

on 12/8/71 to telephone number advise 

whether data relating to telephone number lgQHD is incorrect 
and -ho thor origina l toll records actuallyVUIUl Lb telephone 

m if data concerning telephone number 
m j.b i^error, advise Bureau in order that reairtel 
Te corrected, and thereafter submit amended page for 



reLUM 3/23/72. In event origi nal tol 
made to both telephone number 
should be so advised. 



ords reflect calls a ctually 

nd HHH^Hfl^ureau 




1 - Boston (65-5236) 

1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 

1 r. 


RH 


1^4 
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Airtel to San Francisco 

RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 



? ReLHM, 3/28/72, page 2, Identifies calls made to 

thi^numbe^m 9/9/71, 9/11/71 and 9/15/71 but fails to note 
seven-minute call to this number made on 10/11/71. In event 


Reairtel, 2/2/72, page 13, notes telephone calls made on 
'11/71, 9/15/71 and 10/11/71 to telephone number 


original toll records reflect the 10/11/71 call, Bureau should be 
6o advised in order that appropriate data may be added to page 2 
of LEU dated 3/28/72. 


NOTE: 




i^es^^ation of Ellsberg’s activities indicate possibility 
■■990^ knowledge of the dissemination of the "Pentagon paper^^iy 
to "The New York Times" and^o^herUr^ted States newspapers. 
Extremely close relationship betweeq|^pB^BH£[£ll^^^^^^megests 
desirability of review of toll calls^aa^rrom and 

San Francisco obtained necessary records from telephonecompany and by 
referenced communications has nrnvIrfpH Rurpsn «M th nnmharc niiarf ♦j., 

r 

toll records. 
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THE 


END PAGE ONE 
A 

J^v/cc-to /?£> *4*^ 

r> Adm. data deleted* 


ta012 

. 7?40 


BS CODE 
PM NITEL 


4-4-72 MCC 


TO DIRECTOR (65-74060) 
ALBANY(65-2913) 

LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 
NEW YORK (65-25641) 

FROM BOSTON (65-5236) 


ATTN/ DOMINTEL 

norm nuiAU or iN\r'n.'\iK/'i 
communications siciion 


teletype 


Mr. C i v.pJ» :ll .. 

Mr. Iv Men_ 


Mr. i: T> 

Mr. M ;, 1 r. \KJy 
Mr. 

Mr. Co«pi — 

Mr. On tad _ 

Mr. !i.-P-v_ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr. porwlnr _ 

Mr. ft.itc*_ 

Ml. V ik';rt _ 

Mr Wo It* rg_ 

* 1 :-. S \*»m , 

Icl®. Room_ 

M «*• H lin««t _ 
Mjss Gandy_ 














page three 

BS 65-5236 

AND DETERMINE FEASIBILITY OF COVERAGE AT MANHATTEN 
CENTER. 


BOSTON WILL*MAINTAIN CONTACT WITH SOURCE TO DETERMINE 
ANY FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS* I N THIS MATTER. 



END_ 

1UDJ FBI WASH DC CLR 





4/6/72 


/ 


f 'AIRTEL 


1 - Mr. W.- R. Warm all 
1 - Mr. J. R. Wagoner 


To: 




From: , 

MC LEK 
SIO 


SACs, Boston (65-5236)(Er<closures - 3) 
Albany (65-2913) 

Los Angeles (105-27952) 

New York (65-25641) 

Legat, Ottawa (65-605)(Enclosure) 

REC B 

Director, FBI Jp-74060) 


f. 

U: 

\ 


U'S'(--> & 
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ReBStel 4/4/72i 



tnl—m 

►*4l_ 

CtmpbtU . 

W 4 r _ 

Hiakop _ 

~°f classified information relating to United States Involvement In Greek affairs. 

Caapcr _ 

__ 

Matbrjr _ 
fleveln* 


Ellsberg's activities In the matter set forth In referenced teletype 
1 are of Interest In the Mcfc^k Investigation only so far as those activities relate 
to the so-called "Pentagon papers” or the unauthorized disclosure by Ellsberg 


JRW:bJp 

••Her. 

Soyars 
Tele, ft 
*W»ai 

'.mi, 



> *PR:8 X'Z 

UNIT (ZD ‘^-yy 



















Airtel to Boston 
RE: MC LEK 
65-74060 

( 

r 

Accordingly, every effort 6hould be made to de^y^^^^ngHfics relative 
to the documents Ells berg allegedly will furnislj^mmpind/or 
whether EUsberg makes any statements pertinent to the McLek investiga¬ 
tion. If further inquiries into this matter indicate Ellsberg’s activities 
do not involve the unauthorized disclosure of classified information but 
pertain to United States Government relations with Greece, information 
should be submitted under an appropriate caption for dissemination to 
interested agencies. 
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l'M10 ?TJATI S DKPARTM KNT OF Jt^KJE 
FbDEHAl. BUHtAL' OK INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
March 28, 1972 


DANIEL ELLSBERG; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR. 
ESPIONAGE - X 


During period June 13-15, 1971, "The New York Times 
a daily newspaper published in New York City, published 
the so-called "Pentagon Papers". Daniel Ellsberg has 
since publicly admitted being responsible for making the 
documents available to the news media In the United States. 
Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr., and Daniel Ellsberg are currently 
I under indictment for violation of Title 18, Section 371, 
United States Code (Conspiracy); Title 18, Section 6*1, 

United States Code (Stealing, Concealing, Unauthorized 
Conveying and Receiving Stolen Government Property); and 
Title 18, Sections 793 (c), (d) and (a). United States Code 
(Espionage Act). Investigation has indicated that Daniel 
Ellsberg may have had help in reproducing and distributing 
these documents to various newspapers througho ut the countr y. 
Investigation is belnr condu cted to determine 

lay have 


"LllSEerg 
media. 




in the release of The"""Pentagon papers 



assist 
to the 



-1- ai 















People' ■ Park 



The April 18-24 , 1969, issue of the "underground" »*' 
weekly newspaper, "Berkeley Barb," published in Berkeley, 
California, announced that on April 20, 1969, construction 
of a park would begin on vacant property located three blocks 
^outh of the campus of the University of California at Berkeley 
{UCB). The announcement stated that "we want the park to be 
a cultural political freakout^ and rap center for the Western 
world," and that "this summer...we will police our own park 
and not allow its occupation by imperial power." 


The land in question had been recently purchased 
by the University of California, and cleared of buildings, in 
preparation for construction of an athletic playing field. 

During the period April 20-May 13, the park was 
constructed. Rolled sod was placed in the bare ground. Trees 
and flowers were planted. Playground equipment was brought in, 
and by May 13, "People's Park" had been built. This work was 
directed and carried out by representatives of virtually every 
one of the# radical leftist youth groups present in Berkeley, 
in cooperation with assorted "hippies," "street people," and 
ordinary citizens. 

During construction of the park, UCB officials repeatedly 
stated that the University could not allow indefinite occupation 
and use of its land for this purpose. After prior warning, on 
the early morning of May 15, 1969, construction began on a 
high, chain-link fence around the park area. 

This fencing angered many UCB students and the off- 
campus elements who had built and used the park. At noon on 
May 15 a campus rally pertaining to another issue was diverted 
to discussion of "People's Park." In response to one speaker's 
call to "take the park," approximately a thousand people went 
to the park. There, a confrontation with police touched off 
a disturbance which quickly escalated to a full-scale riot. 

Before the day ended, police had used shotgun fire on rioters, 
the Governor of California had issued an emergency proclamation, 
and the National Guard was called in to restore and maintain order. 


From the afternoon of May 15 until Memorial Day, 

May 30, Berkeley was in a state of continual turmoil. Law 
enforcement officers and National Guardsmen met demonstrators 
in almost daily confrontations. During this period, over 
eight hundred people were arrested on various charges. These 
demonstrations finally ended with a peaceful mass march 
in support of "People's Park" on May 30, 1969. 
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F B I 

Date: 3/23/72 


Transmit the following in 


Vin AIRTEL 

v la _ 


1 Typ* in pl'Mntext or code) 

AIR MAIL (REGISTERED) 


( Priority ) 



ROM: 


./SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-7*1060) 

(ATTN. DID) 

SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (65-6076)(P) 


Mr. F>- ■*n- 

Tit. M .’u- 

Nr. -- 

V/| r/rfif t. FS.i 

M: C'* , *.c:’.-n- 

Mr r '* - 

Mr. C r- J- 

Ml. Ps! r - 

Mr. C* v« n*J_ 

Mr. T r * !c:- 

M: - 

Mr. V'-r^rl- 

I ':. V'al r '5- 


1 !v Iliin —. 

T!i ’ ' = - 
Miss C' r *- / — 


;•} .../ 


! i 


MC LEK 
BIO 


Re San Francisco airtel, 2/2/72. 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau is six (6) copies, 
for Boston and Los Angeles two (2) copies each, of an LHM 
captioned "DANIEL ELLSEEFG; ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR., 
ESPIONAGE - X" dated March 23, 1972. 

Files of the San Francisco Office contain no 
pertinent information or information known to be identical to 
the subscribers Identified in the attached LHM unless so 
indicated by appropriate sources. 

ST-10* 
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( k-S- Bureau (Enel 6 ) ( RM ra /o o , 

2 - Boston (Enel 2)(RM) V ■/* \ 1 j \ 


2 - Los Angeles (Enel 2)(RM) 
2 - San Francisco 
SMB/kle 
( 10 ) 
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Can Francisco, California 


hilt /Vo. 


March 23, 1972 


DANIEL ELLSBEFG; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR. 
ESPIONAGE - X 


Durinp period June 13-15, 1971, "The Mew York Times" 


a dally newspaper published In New York City, published 
the so-called "Pentagon Papers". Daniel Ellsberp has 
since publicly admitted being responsible for making the 
documents available to the news media In the United States. 
Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr., and Daniel Ellsberp are currently 
under Indictment for violation of Title 18, Section 371, 
United States Code (Conspiracy); Title 18, Section 641, 

United States Code (Stealing, Concealing, Unauthorized 
Conveying and Receiving Stolen Government Property); and 
Title 18, Sections 793 (c), (d) and (e), United States Code 
(Espionage Act). Investigation has Indicated that Daniel 
Ellsberp may have had help in reproducing and distributing 
these documents to various newsoaDers throughout the countrv. 



medi a 



mation regarding the subscribers to these telephone numbers. , 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 

outside your agency. 
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I: 4/10/72 


.1 


Transmit the following in 
I 

Vjq A1RTE L_ 


t I \j*r in fJmntrxt nr • ml • > 

AIRMAIL 


(Thurify I 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (G5-740G0) 

FROM : Viv V, SAC, COLUMBIA (G5-7G) (RUC) 

SUBJECT :\. MCLEK 
J CIO 

00: LA 

» 

Re BA airtcl to Bureau, 4/3/72. 

Enclosed lor the Bureau are five copies, for Boston 
two copies, for Baltimore one copy, and for Los Angeles one 
copy, of LHM captioned DANIEL ELLSBERG; ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO,JR 
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1 - Baltimore (G5-339G)(Enc.1)(RM) 
1 - Columbia 
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Special Agent in Charge 


Sent 
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Byrne noted that one ot 

IhV Yey'iAues fn'lfie case* 

is whether Ihc documents 
relate to the national de¬ 
fense. That question must 
be decided by the jury, he 
added. 

* Justice Department at¬ 
torney David IX. Nirscn 
Eaid the government 
should not be required 
now to be more specific, 
other than that the doc¬ 
uments as a whole relate 
to the nalional defense. 

However, Byrne indi¬ 
cated that in order to pre¬ 
pare a defense, the law¬ 
yers for Kllsborc and Rus¬ 
so are entitled to know 
.•what subject matter they 
may have to deal with. 

The judge said he is 
drafting a proposed order 
to the government attor¬ 
neys, am! he invited both 
sides to submit suggested 
orders which would make 
the government's position 
more specific. 

On many other motions, 
Byrne ruled sometimes in 
favor of-the defense and 
sometimes in favor of the 
prosecution. 

In one motion, attorney 
Berry Porlman, represent¬ 
ing Russo, asked that the 
government bo required to 
turn over all transcripts of 
grand jury testimony to 
the defense. 

He noted that grand ju¬ 
ries have continued Inves¬ 
tigating the case here, in 
Boston and possibly else¬ 
where. Tt is improper for 
grand juries to continue 
gathering evidetyre to he 
used in a trial after an in¬ 
dictment has been re¬ 
turned. belaid. *• - r. 

^To ^sliow impropriety, 


w^must^tiave information 
known only to the govefh* 
mcnt, f -Portman said. 

Bvrn* declined to order 
the information be turned 
over to the defense. 
However, he ordered the 
government to furnish 
him transcripts of all testi¬ 
mony and documents pre¬ 
sented to grand juries 
elsewhere in the country, 
and to the one here since 
the Dec. 29 indictment, for 
his private inspection. ™ 
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Captioned case involves the unlawful reproduction and 
dissemination of the "Vietnam Studies" by Daniel Ellsberg, FBI # 105131J1. 

To date, Latent Fingerprint Section of the Identification 
Division has examined 21,835 specimens and developed 2955 latent 
fingerprints and 546 latent palm prints. 


2518 of the latent fingerprints, 85. 2%; 339 of the latent 
palm prints, 62. 1%, have been identified; this involves in excess of 
2,646.000 fingerprint comparisons and 17,300 palm print comparisons. 


Of the latent prints identified, 247 fingerprints and 16 
jpalmjjrints are those of Dani el Ellsberg, Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr., 

Lynda Rae Sinay, associates of Ellsberg, 

___ _ The remaining identifications were to 

individuals named for elimination purposes. 


Ident estimates 5150 man hours have been used relative 
to latent examinations. 
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Ul,l ' ,cu ^'AIES department of justice 
federal dureau of investig^on 
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Field Office Fife fi. 105-27952 

T "'* 1 PANIFL ELLSBEBO; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR, 


om« : Log Angeles, Califo 

Bureau File ti 6^^060 


r nia 


Character! 


Synopsis: 


CONS PIRACY; THEFT OF GOVERNMENT 


PROPERTY; ESPIONAGE 


Srpofauin M San?a Sa^Sam? °f flcer > «and 

of these volumes, j want von t j SBErfG has another set 
put them in the system ” g?™*? FPS thsm U P °nd 

there was another sel at nfnd'- pnjj dldn ’t know 
didn't know about it .mHi ?u‘ BOWEN replied "i 

told JAN BUTLER aboJt the othe? ™I nln p" BEST then 
"• Pick them up and nut fh«™ « ?5 set and told her to 

System. HENRY ROUEN advised o£%/S/ 7 o eCr0t Contr °l 
no specific recollection of th? ^/9/72, that he had 
RICHARD BEST on 5 /ll/ 7 o h °f , th ?, conversation with 

b3Ca m e n aware[hatlL^^ ed / w f s P«>..lbl. 
! nd had not entered them into fho G T? ha * extra volumes 
days prior to 5/20/70 tatjSt^ Rand s Y s tem several 
she had no personal ?eco?™c?S F V2 VlSed 3/lS/K 
volumes were turned over to he? °l„ h “ the extra 
appeared at USDC, Los Angelas on i/fe? RG and R USS0 
pleas of not guilty. On ?/l /79 and en tered 

became ill during pre-trial (2?* ? udge W * M * BYRNE 
appendectomy operation* anc?^, 1 ? 68 and had an 
°£ 3/28/72 that the trial date h- iPk* 1 * NISSEN > advised 
after 5/30/72. ANTHONYPllsSft J£2 be ? n dela y ed until 
counts on 3/8/72 a t Wm* t ?°* pled S uilt y to five 
Three counts of drivinr undnr^fR 61 ? 2 Municipal Court, 
dismissed, he v,as sen?fnced to 5n nflUencc were 
year probation, fined'f^OO^o? 0 ne y oo SU ? p ^ ded ’ one 

Drt»u£? e and Ka = ^100 for one toZ % n^klels^ 
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Dote of Irontcripfion 


2/V72 




Rand Corpaffi^ff^^Wonica^alifornia, advised he was 
the supervisor of Daniel Ellsjperg. Ellsberg s office was^ 
located down the hall from his.and he had many occasions iO 
contact ElIsberg at Ellsberc's office. He said Ellsbe. 6 
had a product to produce for Hand clients ano in his 
capacity as head of the ‘department it was his responsibility 
to check on Ellsberg’s progress. Ac no time did 1.^ ob.e./e 
carelessness or laxness on the port of Daniel E_lsbero xn 
observing security procedures. He said Ellsberg s attitude 
indicated that he was very conscious of his know_ed & e °* 
secret matters and of the-privilege afforded him to have 
access to top secret material and information. Consequent 
he was very conscientious about security precautions, hr 
said if Ellsberg was ever guilty of a security lapse such 
as leaving top secret drav^ ^iii^^gn d 
would have been brought ta11en 1 1 on ^and lt 
would be his responsibility to reprimand Ellsberg for cni 
lapse. He could not recall this ever happening in regard 
to Daniel Ellsberg. 

he knew that a study had 

been rnnd<^i^ga^3u^^W?^^uation in Vietnam and that 
Rand Corporation employees, including Daniel EUsoerg, 
had participated. He stated he knew that the results o± 
the study had been produced in written form but was nci 
aware of the number of volumes involved and was not aware 
that there was a 38 volume draft followed by a ^7 xinj-Sh^d 
volume product. He was also not aware that uny ^opj o± 
the study was in possession of the Rand Corporation, anc 
was not aware that Daniel Ellsberg had any.copies of the 
study. ' • 


Interviewed on 


by 


, i 

i /P6A/P p.San ta-lAonlcsL, c*!i foml a-FHe « ngeJLa 



m 
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Dole dictated- 
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Dote of transcription . 
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3 / 0 / 22 . 


0 'r > ^ ' f~ 

Richnr/J^tfest, Security Officer, Rand Corporation, 
Santa Monica, California, advised that he had been perusing 
the records and Found three memoranda which have refreshed, 
his recollection regarding the return of 18 volumes of the 
Draft by Daniel Ellsberg in May 1970. He stated that from 
these memoranda he recalls that on May 13, 19^0, Harry 
Rowen, President, Rand Corporation, called him to his 
office and referring to the Vietnam study stated that Dan 
Ellsberg has another set of these volumes. I want you to 
pick them up and put them in the system. Best remarked to 
Rowen, "I didn't know there was another set at Rand. ' Rowen 
was silent for about 15 seconds and replied, X didn't 
know about it until this morning.” Best then went to Jan. 
Butler, then the Top Secret Control Officer, and told hei 
that Dan had another set of the Vietnam study and told her 
to pick them up and put them in the top secret control system. 
He added that he was doing this at the direction of Harry 
Rowen. He then executed a form entitled "Approve for 
Access to Classified Storage” which form was necessary for 
him to enter an employee's top secret sale. This form 
would have to have his approval and the approval of the 
emoloyee's supervisor. He checked with Jan Butler later 
that day and the next day to see if she had taken possession 
of the volumes and she told him she was unable to locate 
Dan Ellsberg. He took the form to Ellsberg's supervisor, 
"Charles Woolf, a couple of days later and got approval. 




May 19, 1970 from 
left a note for Dan 


Best produced a note_dated 
Charles Woolf reflecting that lie had 
Ellsberg. The note stated: 

"Ban, • 

"In response to requests from Harry and Dick 
Best, I agreed that the inventorying and 
reclaiming of your Top-Secret materials should 
go ahead at the beginning of the week of May loth, 
if you were not back then — since that was the 
time you specified‘you were planning to return 
when we talked on the phone last week.___ 


Interviewed on 


*3 /6/72 _ Santa M nplra. California nt e H Lqs_Mjtq.?.slQ_2SB=279^ 2 


Dote diclolcd- 
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Best then recalls that on the morning of May 20, 
1970. Harry Rowen called him and stated be had receivea , j 
a telephone call from Richar^oorsteen and said he had-l^ 
received 18 volumes of a Vietnam study from Daniel- 
S b g and wondered what to do about them. Rotten 
told poet to have dan Butler pick these volumes up. Best 
then left a note with Jan Butler telling her to pick the 
volumes'up from Richard Hoorsteen. The time on this note 
was 8:30 a.m. and Ecst stated that # he never hnew Moorsteen 
or Ellsberg to be on the Rand premises before 5 *3 
morning and conjectured that Ellsberg had given vhe volumes 
to Moorsteen prior to May 20, 1970. . • 

B^st also produced form dated May 20, 1970 which 
indicated that Ellsberg «s top secret safe had been 
by persons other than Ellsberg by the authority of B_st 

and Woolf. 













At 


LIU, Jilg 7 


19 May 1970 


Dick, 



Since Dan isn’t back yet, I have left _• 
the Attr.ehcd note with him. r 







4 


k lfny 1970 


J)nn t 


In response to requests frosi Harry and 
pick Toot, I agreed that ton inventorying 
mv.l reclaiming of your Ton Secret oatarlala 
should £° ahead at the beginning of thcr 
week of 1'jy ISth, If you ware not back * 
then — since that was tlie tine you speci¬ 
fied you were planning to return vhen v/e 
talked on the phone last v.’cek. 













A.PPZOVW FC2 ACC2S5 VO CLAS5I?SL : D WG3AG2 


When it is ncccssory to open tho safo file or the filo cabinot of an absont member of RAND in 

order to check its contend conduct on ir.vonfory, or remove a document, It is required that 

formal cpprovol be obtained. For such approval a brief statement of tho-nocossity should bo 

entered in the space provided below. Tho signpturo of tho Security Officer is required to insuro 

thet unauthorized disclosure of materials requiring special clearances is not involved and thet 

of the Division Chief or his designate to insure thet such action is consonant with division policy 

and porsoncl preferences of the individual concerned. 

• -% # • 

Approval will be obtained by tho person desiring entry. When tho completed form is returned to . . 
fho lock and Key Office, it will bo accoptod as authority to open tho file requostod, Tho form will 
bo rofolncd in tho files of that offico. 


Safo filo or filo cabinot No(s)., 


R-12866 


Custodian of filo D. Ellsbcrg 


. Dale, 


13 Kay 1970 




y ■■■ ■'; [ , . • . - • ' 

Repson for entry t0 rcmove VOP SECRET material from safe (according 

to orders from R. H. Best and requests from H . Rovren apd C. Wolf, Jr.) 
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. 5 - 0 , 0-70 
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Subject: Removal of Moforiol from filo 

Copies lo: file 


Li 


At the fcqvctt oiTJ. , lt)0 following 

molcfiol hoj been removod from your file, Proporty Numbor ^Lu/Jl ' ' » 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dole of fronscnpfion . 


S'^fow 


___ 3/15/22 __ 

l / 'fag*'' H r/'r/JP/J 


Henry S^Rowcn, President, Rand Corporation, 1700.. 
Main Street, Santa Monica, California, was interviewed and 
advised as follows: . r T " ' 

He was aware Daniel Ellsberg had secured certain 
volumes of the Vietnam Study from Rand Corporation, Washington, 
D. C., for transmission to Rand Corporation, Santa Monica, 
in 19^9 because he hod been involved in the designating of. 
Ellsberg as a courier for this activity. However, he v/as 
unaware Ellsberg had not properly placed these volumes into 
Rand, Santa Monica,accountability system. 


Rowen was questioned as to when he actually first 
learned of Ellsberg’s* failure in this regard, to which he 
replied he has recently discussed this matter with Richard 
Best, Security Manager, Rand, Santa Monica, and although he 
has no specific recollection, he believes it possible that 
several days prior to May 20, 1970* the date when the 18 
volumes Ellsberg had transported in 1969 were placed in the 
accountability system, he became aware Ellsberg had these 
volumes and had not so .entered them. Rowen was asked as 
to the manner in which he became aware of this information 
and he answered he can only surmise Ellsberg had been 
cleaning out his safe and on locating the 18 volumes, 
called him to advise he had them an4 had not entered them 
into,Rand's accountability system. 

Rowen was asked if there could have been any 
other way in which he came to know about these 18 volumes 
and he replied he recalled Richard Moorsteen called him to 
say Ellsberg had just been in Moorsteen 1 s office and left 
them with him and this was on May £0 , 1970. 
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FEDERAL bureau of investigation 


Doto of Immcrlptlon . 3/ 15/72 



Rand Corporation,lyuu Main street, was present during tho 
intorviev; of Henry Rouen on March 9, 1972, and stated ho had 
no direct Icnowledgo of the events regarding Ellsberg'o return 
of the 18 volumes in May 1970* • .. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

# Dote of fronscrlpflon . __3/lZ/Z2_ 


0 /y, V ‘- 

Jan TjT Butler, Rand Corporation, 1700 Main 
Street, Santa Monica, California, was interviewed and advised 
as follows:- 


— __ 


She has no personal knowledge of when anyone at 
the Rand Corporation first became aware that Daniel Ellsberg 
had 18 volumes of a preliminary draft of the study "United. . 
States-Vietnam Relations" which volumes Ellsberg had not 
entered into Rand's accountability system. 

t 

She, herself, has no personal recollection of 
how these 18 volumes were turned over to her to be eventually 
entered into the system as time has dimmed her mcmoi„ of 
the details and she can only rely on her records to 
reconstruct the events. 


She exhibited on undated memorandum from Richard 
Best, Security Manager, Rand Corporation, which instructed 
her to pick up the volumes from Ellsberg. She indicated 
that in her own handwriting she placed the time end date 
that she received this memorandum as " 8:30 a.m., 5/20/70"* 
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Dote of I ron script ion . 


R A 6 /72 



Rond Corporation. 3.700 Rain street, ban in m 
furnished the attached correspondence and contract in 
response to a reouent to ascertain what the Rand Corporation 
charged the Donafoment of Defense for the McNamara Study 
in recards to U. S. invplvement in Vietnam. Also attached 
is a copy of the contract under which the study was 
conducted. 


t 
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(Mount Clipping In Spoco Belov/) 


Eilsberg, Russo Charged in New • 


indictments on Pentagon Papers 

nv 'GUNK l.LAlCn and JIOWAKO IIEKT13L 

* ** / Times Staff V/r»lcrf • T""*’ 

Daniel Eilsberg and Anthony J. 

Rusvo have been charged with con¬ 
spiracy and other crime-; for theft of 
the Pentagon papers in a new indict¬ 
ment which al.-o names a former 
high South Vietnamese official and 
a ix>$ Angeles advertising woman as 
imindieted co-conspirators. 

The indictment, returned secretly 
here Wednesday and revealed Thurs¬ 
day' m'oj niilg, replaces one which had 

charged njily Eilsberg, 40, ?Jo*jr,ix 
government consultant at the Rand 
Corp. in Santa Monica. 

Eilsberg had been accused only of 
unauthorised possesion of the doc¬ 
uments and converting them to his 
own use. Several defense mo- 
lions in that ease arc scheduled to 
be heard here next Tuesday by.U.S. 

J)i>t. Judp^Matl tJyrnc. 

Jiowover, the new • indictment 
greatly enlarges the scope of the 
charges.. Ktuso, 35, a former col¬ 
league of Eilsberg at Rand, is also 
named ns a defendant In the con¬ 
spiracy count and t In* c e other 
counts. 

Russo, on temporary leave as a ] w 
Angeles County Probation Depart¬ 
ment employe, had been offered im¬ 
munity from proseci lion if he 
would Icstilfy before a grand jury 
about the case, lie refused, and 
spent 45 days in jail for contempt. 

Finally, he agreed to testify jf fur¬ 
nished a transcript of his testimony 
and permitted to reveal its contents. 

The Justice Department refused to 
accept the arrangement, hut a feder¬ 
al judge ruled that Russo had 
purged himself of contempt by his 
offer. 

Justice Department attorney Da¬ 
vid R. Nissen explained that Russo 
had never actually been granted im¬ 
munity and can be prosecuted be- 
< ausc he never did testify. ' 

The new indictment. In which EIIs- 
bcig is named in 12 counts, charges 
that he obtained secret defense doc¬ 
uments not, previously mentioned in 
j ! he ease. —* - 

esretiz: 


^ P' 


*—One—is a mcmoiTiiiTiijfn 
dated Feb. 27, 106$, f and 
entitled, "Report of Chair¬ 
man, JCS (Joint Chiefs of 
Staff) on Situation in Viet¬ 
nam and MACV (Military 
Assistance Command Viet¬ 
nam) Force Recjuirc- 
mcnls. M 

Another is part of a 
memorandum entitled 
"Negotiations and Viet¬ 
nam: A Case Study of the 
195-1 Geneva Conference." 

Olhci documents named 
in the. indictment include 
the previously mentioned 
. volumes of a Pentagon 
rludy ordered by former 
Defense Secretary Robert 
M c N a rn a r a, e n titled, 
"United Slate-: - Vietnam 
Relations 3013-1967.” 

Named as unindiclcd co~ 
conspirators arc Vu Van 
Thai, South Vietnamese 
ambassador in Washing- 
* ton from late 1905 to early 
1967. and Miss Lynda Sin- 
ay, 27, petite Los Angeles 
advertising woman. 

The indictment alleges 
that from nliout Aug. 29, 
I960, lo about May 20, 
3070, KHslicrg "did willful¬ 
ly communicate, deliver 
and transmit” to Thai one 
volume of the 3$-vo!ume 
Pentagon rtudy. It was cn- 
ttiled, "Settlement of the 
Conflict — Negotiations, 
19G7.CS —History of Con¬ 
tracts.” 

Thai at* that time ap¬ 
parently was a consultant* 
to flic administrator of the 
U.X. Dinelopment Pro¬ 
gram. He is now believed 
to be with a U N. river 
development project in 
Dakar, Senegal. 

The indictment rharees 
that from about. March 4 


Mbfully communi- Indicate page, name of 
ColC. deliver and If aifMlllt® newspaper, city and state.) 

to Miss Sinay another vo¬ 
lume of the same study, 
entitled 'Evolution of the I 
War—I'S/'fiVX (Govern- p» I 
went of Vietnam) Rela- ' 
lions: 1901-1967—Part 11." 


Los Armeies Times 


Los Anp.exes, Calif. 
pari r 


Date 


12/31/71 

Edition! Friday Final 


Mi>s Sinay, granted im¬ 
munity from prosecution, 
is known lo have testified 
before the grand jury. She 
told the grand jury that 
KUsberg, whom she identi¬ 
fied ar a "dear friend." 
paid hn r about SJ50 lo 
ropy wine documents on a i 

NYrr.;; machine inYier of--- 

fice. according to her at¬ 
torney. 

The indictment charges 
that Eilsberg. Russo. Thai 
and Miss Sinay conspired 
lo "defraud" the United 
Stales by defeating its 
function of controlling dis¬ 
semination of classified 
material. 

It also charged they 
conspired to commit a va¬ 
riety of federal crimes, in¬ 
cluding stealing classified 
government property, re¬ 
ceiving it, concealing it 
and conveying it to unau¬ 
thorized persons. 

r r o s c c u tion of the 
government’s ease is ex¬ 
pected to be made easier 
by inclusion of the con¬ 
spiracy charge. Hearsay 
.statements of ccconspiia- 
tors and other evidence 
not otherwise admissible 
can be used in conspiracy 
cases. 

The Indictment alleges 
these overt acts were com¬ 
mitted to carry out the 
conspiracy: 

—March l, 1909. Klls- 
berg bronchi 10 volume.? 
of the Pentagon rtudy 
from Rand Corp. in Wash¬ 
ington. PC., to 1/is An- 


Author! 

Editor: 

Titles 


Character: 


Classification! 
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—Apr?J 7, 

obtained the Geneva Con- 
frrrncc memorandum 
(mm Rand in Santa Moni¬ 
ca. 

—Ah-. 29. 1969, Elbberg 
f»inti-hi another eight vo¬ 
lume of the Pentagon stu¬ 
dy from Hand in Washing¬ 
ton lo Ix>s Angeles. 

► —Oct. 3. 1069, Ellsbcrg 

obtained eight pages of 
th* .ICS report on force re¬ 
quirements in Vietnam 
from Hand in Santa ^Ioni¬ 
cs. f 

—Oct. 4, 1969. Eilshrrg, 
Russo a ml Miss Sinay 
operated a Xerox* machine 
at the advertising wom¬ 
an's office, 8101 Melrose 
A vc. 

•~0d. J9 f 1W9, Thai 
possessed one volume of 
the Pentagon study. 

—March 4, 1009. to May 
2u, Jlt/u; Russo possessed 


nine volumes of the Penta¬ 
gon study and the ciglif . 
pages of the JSC memo- ' 
random. 

—Oct. 1, 1969, Miss Sin- 
ay possessed one volume 
of the Pentagon study. 

In the substantive 
counts of the indictment, 
EUsberg was charged with 
stealing, receiving, con¬ 
cealing and conveying the 
documents. Russo is 
charged with receiving 
and retaining the doc¬ 
uments, failing to deliver 
them to a person entitled 
to have Diem. 

At a news conference in 
New York, Ellshcrg—who 
lias publicly acknowl¬ 
edged be leaked the doc¬ 
uments to the press—said 
be will plead not guilty to 
the new indictment. 

*1 stole nothing. I did not 
commit espionage and 1 
am not aware of violating 
any criminal statute," he 
said. He called the new in¬ 
dictment ''one more exam¬ 
ple of the government's 
commitment to nontruth."- 

Meanwhile, Russo sur¬ 
rendered here and ap¬ 
peared before U.S. DisU 
Judge Harry Pregerson, 
who granted a motion for 
, reduction of bail from the 
$100,000 recommended by 
the government to a SjO.- 
000 personal recognizance 
bond. 

This meant he gained his 
release merely by signing 
his name, 

M have no job. I have 
been living on my savings, 
and they arc almost gone. 

1 am virtually pjaniiecV 
RCT^o said. 
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WITH A FRIEND—Anthony J. Russo hos Kotherine 
Borklcy, 2*1, close beside him on his orrivol in court 
to surrender on c new indictment. Miss Borkicy* 
ccid-lhot she and Russo planned to be -married- 
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Daniel K. EHsbcrg end An'ho- 
/ J.- Russo Jr. pleaded iiuio- 
lit at their arraignment in 
rdcral Court lie; c today on 
tr.rges stemming from new in- 
rlmejits in the leak ol the 
rut agon papers. 

The two were named in a se¬ 
el indictment retiinn.il by a 
(‘deni! grand jury last Wednes* 
iv. supet soiling an earlier one 
hit h named only Ellsbcrg. 
Ellsbcrg. -10. and Russo, 33. 


menls and converting them to 
liis own use. 

The new indictment accuses 
Russo as well, naming him in 
four of the 13 counts. 

Ellsberg is named in 12 
counts, which range from con¬ 
spiracy to charges of stealing, 
concealing, conveying and re¬ 
ceiving government documents 
and stealing, concealing and re- 
taining national defense docu¬ 
ment. 


m . fprn,cr coHw?uos al thr Th(l nt>w . UfdidnK , nl involvcs 

secret defense documents not 
formerly menlicned In Die case. 

U.S. Judge Matt _l*vr ne c n- 
lercd a plea of innocent an Rus¬ 
so's behalf on all four counts 


rid Corp. in Sa.ta Monica, 
here EHsbcrg worked as a 
ncmmenl consultant. 

EINberg previously had been 
ir.ipcd onlv v.ilh unauthorised 

-^•sMOirTJf government Cocu- and ac( ,. ptcd a plr , of , niu , ccm 

on all J2 counts from ElEberg. 

He set March 7 for trial. 

Ru^so previously had been of¬ 
fered Immunity from piosccu- 
.. lion if he would agree to testify 

before the grand Jury concern- 
* ing the papers, but he refused to 

do so and spent 13 days in jail 
for contempt of court*. 

thaler, a Federal judge‘ruled 
that Russo had purged himself 
by offering to testify on the con 
dilion that he be provided i 
transcript of his testimony and 
allowed to reveal its contents, 
an arrangement which, the Jus¬ 
tice Department refused to ac 
cept. 

David R. Nissrn. attorney for 
the Justice Department, said 
however, that Russo had never 
actually been granted the im¬ 
munity because he mwer testi- 
fi^aMTcS'Ji, thcreforcpSc pros¬ 
ecuted. 
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la 


of ElkbsTgr 
jsso Scheduled 
Begin March 1 

by cjese brake 

• and 110WAHD HERTEL 

Tim»» S'atl Wrti*f» 

Vial of Daniel Ellsberg oncl An- 
ny J. Russo on expanded charges 
conspiracy and other crimes in 
alleged theft of the Pentagon pa- 
s was scheduled Tuesday for 
rclt 7 in 1-os Angeles. 
t.S. Dist. Judge Matt Ryrne made 

• trial date contingent on whether 
[berg's attorney, Leonard R. 
adin, ir. fini-.hed with the Harvis- 
rg 8 conspiracy trial in Pcnnsyl- 
nia. If not, an alternate date of 
,ril 10 was ret for the trial here. 
\t the arraignment before Byrne, 
Isberg. AO, 'pleaded innocent 

the conspiracy count and to 
-h of th^o/lior-11 counts in which 
Hclr^gwl in the new jndiH.in gnt 
imped last week. 


m 


(MojoI Clipping In S poco Brlow) _ 

However, Dep. Public Defender 
Mil IiadP. jj.'daban balkeU'vtrftrrihg 
Russo, Go, enter a pica at this time. 

Objects to Russo r/osccu(ion 
Balr.ban said there was a "serious 
and substantial question" a3 to 
wiielher Ruso could he prosecuted 
because of immunity "granted" to 
him to testify !*eforc a grand jury, 
lie did not testify. 

Ryrne, however, said entry or a 
plea would not prejudice Russos 
fields to seek a dismissal on that 
ground. At Balaban's request, the 
judge entered not-guilty picas on 
‘Russo's behalf to the four counts in 
which he is charged and set a hear¬ 
ing on tiie dismissal motion for Jan. 
28 * 

Boudin, Ellsbcrg’s chief counsel 
also represents Eqbal Ahmad, one of 
the Harrisburg 8 scheduled to go on 
trial next Monday in an alleged plot 
to kidnap presidential .adviser Hen¬ 
ry A. Kli singcr and blow up heating 
tunnels in Washington, D.C. One of 
the defendants is the Rev. Philip 

Bcrrig.ai. ' .. , , 

Attorney? on both sides estimated 
the trial here may Jasl three months. 

KlJ:;bcrg and Russo were permit¬ 
ted In remain free on $b9,000 person¬ 
al'surety bond pending trial. ... . 
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Case 


Motion lo Dismiss 
Indictment on Basis 
of Immunity Denied 

BY C?E\E BLAKE 

Timet staff Writer 

Anthony J. Russo's motion to dis- 
ni?.T )ii.< indictment on charges of 
•nif-.piracy and other erimes in the 

(heft of the Pentagon papers 
vas denied Friday by U.S. Dist. 
bulge Matt Byrne. 

Rinse, X), accused with Daniel Ells- 
•rrg, contended through Dep. 
’»:hlic. Defender Michael J\ Balahan 
hat he had been granted immunity 
•om prosecution. — 

JljLXver, Byrne agreed with Jus- 
ire Ifcparttncnt attorney David R. 
M«scn that immunity never at- 
tehed because Russo did not actual* 
y testify l)cforc the grand jury 
ivhich indicted him. 

Ku>/;o was called before the grand 
irv to tell what lie knew of the sc- 
rci study of (he Vietnam war, F.1I?- 
»ej£ and ihc copying of the papers, 
ie took the Fifth AincnrfnloiiE 


•4gT . 

Applies fur Inuminity ^ 

7 flic government then applied for 
immunity for Russo, and U.S. Dist. 
Judge William P. Gray ordered hirn 
to testify. He ar.ain refused on 
grounds of self-incrimination and 
was held in contempt. 

After spending 45 clays in jail, 
Rus.m agreed to testify if he were 
furnished a transcript of his testimo¬ 
ny. U.S. Di-d. Judge Warren J. Fer¬ 
guson approved this arrangement. 

When Ru c ifo fhov/cd up ready to 
testify, however, the government re¬ 
fused lo accept the condition. Fergu- 
tc»n ruled he had purged himself of 
contempt and v.as immune from all 
further penalties for his refusal to 
test ify. 

Byrne ruled Friday that under ll*»o 
statute involved, "immunity at¬ 
taches at the lime that the testimo¬ 
ny is given, and the scope of immu¬ 
nity is determined by the testimony 
that is given/ 

Gives Ruling on Immunity 
He also ruled that Ferguson did 
not intend to immunize Russo from 
any subsequent indictment, but only 
from penalties resulting from the 
contempt, proceedings. 

Trial of Russo and Kllsbcrg had 
been tentatively scheduled for 
March 7. but was postponed Friday 
until Mav 0. K!lsborg\s chief counsel, 
1/mnarrt’lV Boudin, is licd-ujUuJLhe 
] larnstTiTTg ( Pa.) conspiracy trial just 
now getting under way. 
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BY GENE BLAKE 

* Tlmrt Stiff Writer 

Prosecution of Daniel EHsbcrg and 
nlliony J. Busso for alleged theft 
ibe JYntr.gon papers n unconsti- 
itionnlly discriminatory, the de¬ 
nse charged In court here Tucs- 
ay. 

Attorney Charles It. Ncsson loM 
S. I)isl. Judge Matt Byrne that the 
a!pte under which the two men 
cte Indirtcd is continually violated 
v public officials, but this Is the 
rst and only |irn; i 'TUlion. 

*J.caks of material far more sm¬ 
ith e are literacy plastered all over 
::r newspapers," Ncsson said. 

'the difference, he added, is that 
h* leak njjhe Pentagon papers was 
rnbjtjrftseing to the e >: e c u 11 v e 
iranrh. 

"The motivation for the prosccu- 
ion is not permitted under equal 
•rotection of the laws," Xe sson co n- 
ended. * • : . * 


(Mount Clippi ng tn Spoc c Bo tow) _ 

1IgjaNo argued that intent is .at the 
very heart of the case. The defense 
wili show that the intent was politi¬ 
cal, within the rights of free speech 
rotrclrd by the First Amendment, 
e added. / 

Separate Trials Asked 

.Nesson, who represents Elbberg, 
made his comments during a hear* 
ing on a *cries of pretrial defense 
motions, which will continue today. 
The trial is set for May 9. 

Among the motion* argued Tues* 
day was one for separate trials of the 
two defendants. Byrne deferred a 
ruling until h* can review state¬ 
ments of the defendants made after 
their alleged conspiracy ended, 
which the government intends to of¬ 
fer In evidence at the trial. 

The judge ordered government at¬ 
torneys to provide him with copies 
of such statements for his private in¬ 
spection. 

Outside of court. ElUbcrg told re¬ 
porters ho and Busso want to be 
tried together. He described the mo¬ 
tion for severance as a technical 
! move to keep certain statements 
made by one defendant from being 
used again*! the other. 

Another motion taken under sub¬ 
mission by Byrne was a demand 
that the government specify exactly 
what parjs of the secret documents 
released to the press werejrcb'UfcdJo 
llie' national defense. . < 

♦ 

i 
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ILL, ELLS BE KG' 


H 


EAR!KG INTERRUPTED 


Pretrial hearing in the Pentagon papers case 
against Daniel Kllsbcrg an*! Anthony J. were 
cut short Wednesday when IJ.S. DDt. Judge Malt 
Byrne \v«u rushed to a hospital for an appended^ 
mV. 

After rurgery at St. Vincent's Hospital, Byrne was 
reported to be in good'condition. He is expected to 
hospitalized about a wee■!; and at home another 
week before returning to il«c bench. 

He suffered the apptndicili* attack Tuesday night 
after presiding at an all-day hearing. He was taken 
to the hospital early Wednesday, then released to 
conduct a brief hearing with attorneys fur Kllsbcrg, 
Russo and the government. 

Byrne disposed of minor portions of a defense 
motion, then left Jmnicdlv for the operating room. 

No dale was set for resumption of the hearings. 
v Tncllfal is scheduled to begin May 9. J .'~ 
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LA 105-27952 
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Assistant United States Attorney DAVID R. NISSFN 
advised on March 28, 1972, that Judge W. MATHFU BYRNF had 
set the following schedule: 

April 11, 1972, resume hearings on the 
pending motions. . . 

I 

May 1, 1972, defense file motions for 
dismissal. 

May 9, 1972, the government response was 
due on defense motions for dismissal. 

May 15, 1972, defense replies were due 
as well as Jury instructions. 

May 30, 19/2, hearings would be held on 
motions to dismiss. 

.. 4-. Assistant United States Attorney NISSEN advised 

that the Judge did not set a new trial date but indications 

«iLSS Ul 2 be after Mny 3u ’ 1972 * In action, 

L1.. NI0SEN advised that ANTHONY RUSSO had dismissed his 
^ * PP ? lnted Forneys and had retained JEFFREY BRUCF 
KULLRS and PETF£>Yt)UNG of Los Angeles and LFONARD IJ^TfINGIASS 
of Newark. NIS&N staled that KOKHS and YoraS weJflnkno^ 

. WFINGLASS was one of tne defense counsels 

in the trial of the Chicago 7" before Judge HOFFMAN. 
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FEDuKAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIONS 


Dote of Ironscripflon . 


lA/72 



Calii ormo, 

I?FSF November 1971 > .panic wno Wiia v,.v . , „ 

s^,ss»Hs!S 1 sSbhS 

maGazinea^icT^— “ 


come to her -home in 
" vj’no was in the 


Ly raw* sn« »«» ever "met Ellsherg. 


to her house 



She advised she was busy 
«i d o„e°a n d Ve they a 5 ia nof discuss anthing other than general 
topics while she was with them. 


«—»■» ^■aas.-affs?. ss«* 


ion. 


She said she does not know Anthony Russo personally 
but. has read aW hin in the newspapers. 


Interviewed on J-2/29 /71 -—■-•» 


Ho 1 ),^h C -? 1 lfornla. 


File ft 


Lob Angeles lO^rfL /5 22 



Dote dictotcd 


l/ 3 /Z 2 


. • _r ,r.« e.y li i* the property of tl>c FBI <>nd iw looned to 

Voir iigcncy;'it*nnd ^t«ht e nl • your 
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Dote of fronscription _ 1/12/ 72 






He last attended Korthrup 

hia wif 
Cali 


research library on pollution. 


e Spring semester, 
shared a residence 
with several other 


All of these people 
Washington and are working at a 


Neither he nor his wife,^Jgsea, have ever met DANIEL 
ELLSBERG or ANTHONY RUSSO and only know of them through newspaper 
articles. Neither ho or his wife have ever received a telephone 
call from RUSSO nor do they know anyone who is acquainted with 
RUSSO. To his knowledge no one else at the residence knew or 
has ever received a call from RUSSO. 


He commented, however, that many transients frequently 
stay overnight at the residence - some were fellov students, some 
friends of students and many others completely unknown to him. 

He. was unable to recall specific individuals or names. 
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Interviewed on X/h/JZ _o« e y r? a r dino^jCallf. 
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Dole dictated — 
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105-2 7952 
1/7/72 - 


This document contains neither recommend i it inn* nor conclusion* of the Pill. It Is the properly of the PHI end is loaned to 
your agency; it myt it* contents arc not to be distributed outside* your agency. 
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\ j Russo Ties The Knot 

i Anfliony J. Rus?o. co-defcndont with Daniel Memorial Church. Fridav. (From left) Min- . : 
Wl>bcr(! in charges stemming from the leak of the Hardgrove. Daniel ICUsberg. Russo, Miss R. r ’ 

Pentagon papers, was married to 24-vear-old Woman at right is unidentified. 

Katharine Barkley in a ceremony at Stanford’s - wnnu ; - 











fv v 'eral bureau of investigation 


Dote of fronscnption 





aiLi » 



_v;as interviewed andaKw^e 



Acquainted with several Individuals "St S WSId <! CorDor-,ti on 
Santa M onica, through a- friend of hers, oneCTKnration^ 

^honetic). jOnc^ °t these persons was 

> Michigan ana'also a J^an^onsuUant 
a social funetjon -- 


m one occasion 


borne she met Anthony Russo ani became aware 
^ployed at Rond Corporation. She has seen Russo periodical!v 

SSw ttot bv'at°n 8 ,oclal ^- asls gnd «hen ‘ 

wo U id stop by at her home. explained that 


she has three grown chlldwn who are av.iy at coUegeano a 

*}*”? H Gar °3 d . ch j; ld livin S at home and Russo has in the past 
Just dropped by to pass the time of day. • P * 

. „ She advised she has no-knowledge concerning anv 

oi t^f eo^ane 1 ^^ 3 , t0 the T takin ^ «*>*?«* or distribution ' 
oi tne so calleo Pentagon Papers 1 and only learred of 

Russo s involvement when she read the "Time” magazine article 

bearing the likeness of Daniel Ellsberg. She stated she hnl 

thiiTmatter^ anything from Russo concerning his role in 

— i. *^he explained that recently, during the holidays 

-• v * en her children were home from school, Rus gp hrour ht Ms 
-iiSSSSP jjsrklay to the home to meet thMjSm family.- 

stated Russo complained of harrassment Ln^Tgruthorities 
^ncTcuriosity seekers following publication of the Pentagon 

tn P nffh! n v ther ^° re When he vicits her home she attempts • 
to offer him a haven and there is no discussion of his 1 
involvement in these matters. 

t 

' «ff a ^ S 5 e s ? e re cently attended a fund raising 

aifair for Daniel Ellsberg in the Los Angeles area at a^ 

• Daniei n E?lSo C ° U, mv,? 0t recaU ’ Hhere •"'he met Mr. and Mrs. 

Llloberg. This was the only occasion she met Ellsberg. 



.Ca.ilfacruLa.Fijc 0 Lo s Ange les 103-279 

J -- Pole diclolcd-lv^S^i /j.cl _ 


Tliis document conjoins neither rocomraendntions nor conclusions of (lip FBI li is the nm..a,i v .1, vnt j • . 

your ngency; K nrvi Us contents urc not to t>e distributed outside your Mgcnry. P p (> f 1 c 1,131 ,,nd ,s ,onncd “» 


























1 

LA 105-27952 
JFS/bab 


SA 


The fol3_o wlng investigation was conducted by 
at Los Angeles: 


On March 8, 1972, ANTHONY RUSSO appeared before 
Judge LUIS D. FFDFR at West Los Angeles-Municipal Court 
and entered a plea of guilty and requested immediate 
sentence. His plea was accepted and his request for. 
immediate sentencing was granted. Counts 1, 2 and 3. 
Driving Under the Influence, were dismissed. Count 4 
was Disturbing the Peace anu he was sentenced to 30 days 
suspended, one year probation and rined $50.00. On 
Count 5i Reckless Driving, he was fined $100. He was 
granted a stay of ^5 days, until April 25, 1972, to pay 
fines totaling $150.00. 
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NKH’ YOPK (UP1) - Dr. 
Haniel Ellsbcrg, indicted anew 
by a federal grand jar, - in con- 
nictlon With Hie Pentagon Pa- 
P 5 * - * he has acknowledged leak- 
in? to the press, said Thursday 
be was ' not aware of violating 
any criminal statute.” 

T can't regret having done 
nty duty as a citizen.” l ibber 
Icld a news conference shortly 
iifier the new indictments were 
relumedjE_Los Angeles. Wring 
|ih£_nc\j : s conference, he held 
■hrfnds with his wife Patricia 
Alter several newspapers 
published the Pentagon Papers 
-a classified Pentagon history 
of American involvement, in 
Vietnam - the grand jury 
charged Ellsbcrg with convert 
ing government property to hit 
own use and illegally possessing 
government documents. 

Thursday's 12-count indict 
ment was more severe, charg- 
ing-l'nrii-'vvith conspiracy, theft 


of government property and 
violation of espionage laws. 

Anthony J. Russo, who also 
was named in Thursday's 
indictment and has spent 47 
days in jail on contempt 
charges for refusing lo testify 
before fho grand jury, actually 
nad volunteered to testify in 
public, but not in a closed-door 
session, Ellsbcrg said. 

"! stole nolbing, f did -nol 
commit espionage and I am nol 
ware of violating any criminal 
slalule, said Elisberg, 40 a 
researcher at .the Massa¬ 
chusetts Institute of Technolo¬ 
gy. 

He said the charges against 
him were “false." and called 
I horn “one more example of the 
government’s commitment to 
non-lrulh." 

“My husband Is profoundly 
commuted to ending the war”* 
Mrs. Ellsbcrg said. The possibi- 
i»y of his being sent to prison 
was "something you have to 
live with,” she added."-- 


' " T,lis Christmas present to 
j!H&-fthe-.indicimcnl) is nalhing 
|<omparcd to the Christmas 
present the President has given 
American fliers recently shot 
down over .'forth Vietnam.” 
Ellsbcrg said, lie was referring 
o t.ie five days of large-scale 
bombing over Xor.h Vietnam, 
which ended Thursday. U.S 
•pol.esmen say three American 
planes were shot down during 
the bombing; Hanoi says it- 
downed 19. 

A^y prison sentence he ml »hl 
receive, Elisberg said, °is 
nothing compared with the. 
penally paid by those killed 
during the war. 

“It would be presumptuous of 
me to pity myself,” Ellsbcrg 
said. ^__ .——1. 
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PAGE TWO 

ADMINISTRATIVE. 

HEARING ON MOTIONS HELD APRIL ELEVEN CONCERNING DEFENSE 
MOTIONS ON BILL OF PARTICULARS AND MOTIONS FOR DISCOVERY. FULL 
DETAILS OF RESULTS OF THESE HEARINGS WILL BE PROMPTLY FURNISHED 

BUREAU WHEN MADE AVAILABLE BY DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY DAVID NISSEN. 

ATTORNEY LEONARD WEINGLASS, REPRESENTING RUSSO, STATED 
DURING COURSE OF HEARINGS THAT HE WOULD NEED MORE TIME FOR 
PREPARATION OF RUSSO’S DEFENSE AND REQUESTED A TRIAL DATE OF 
JULY ONE NEXT. JUDGE MATHEW BYRNE STATED HE HAS SET A SCHEDULE 
FOR HEARINGS ON MOTIONS, WILL STICK TO THAT SCHEDULE, AND 
INDICATED TRIAL DATE WILL START AFTER ALL MOTIONS HAVE BEEN 
HEARD, WHICH WILL PROBABLY NOW BE THE MIDDLE OF JUNE NINETEEN 
SEVENTY TWO. WEINGLASS FURTHER INDICATED HE INTENDED TO PRESENT 
MOTIONS RAISING THE WIRE TAP ISSUE ON MAY TWO NEXT. WEINGLASS 
INDICATEEljsHE HAS ESTABLISHED RESIDENCE IN LOS ANGELES. 

CASE RECEIVING CONTINUOUS AND PREFERRED ATTENTION. 

END 
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To: SACs, Detroit (65-4987) 

I Indianapolis (65-2605) 

• ✓ Kansas City (65-1839) 

M Los Angeles (105-27952) 


r. 


Los Angeles 
From: Director, FBI (65-74060) 


4/18/72 
1 - ADP 

1 - Mr, Wagoner 
1 - Ur, Hagy 


■ v uc lbk' 

810 


Follow!n g disc repanci es have been noted i n conngcilan_yJ.th 

telephon e 

1 i o u i s e 

Bureau of correct data by airtel (five copies), Detroit, Indianapolis, 
and Kansas City furnish Los Angeles copy your airtel. 


certain 



Los Angeles letterhead memorandum ^TP)^/^j/72 identified 
from telephone numberlisted to 
^ Page seven notes thaton^ol^These numbers, 
>771, is listed to U. S. Land Management, 

!»ast, 300 Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, California, 

Los Ange^sa^'te^3/16/72 which lists numbers called from telephone 
numberfl^MKHHH^^ listed to the Holiday Inn-Brentwoo^^l7^Nortti 
Church nui^^S^^ngeles, lists call to telephone number® 
on 3/2/72 made from room occupied by Daniel Ellsberg, ani^icJenffTie? 
subscriber to latter telephone number as the D. 8, District Court, 
^^Los Angeles, California. Los Ange les dete rmine correct subscriber 
to Los Angeles telephone number] 



San Francl 

for telephone number. 



1/72 forw arded tol ^ca^^^eeords 
t 

_ _ Calif ornia.^accorcUng to these 

our calls were made b}£MB^ on 7/21/71 to telephone number 
located in South Benc^^Phdiana, Indianapolis airtel 
72 identifies subscribers to telephone numbers in the 
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Airtel to Detroit et al 

RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 


noting four telephone 
k and identifies 
dia napolls 

furnishing 
copies of Iiilli 


sev 


Indianapolis area called from telppho^^of 
calls on 7/21/71 to telephone niunben^^™ 
subscriber to latter number as IB> _ 
determine subscriber to telephone nuiuTX „ 
results by airtel and LHM. Provide Bureau wil 

Rv airtel 1/1 9/72 Bureau re quested Detroit determine 

^ \which number was called on 
subscriber to telephone charged to the office 

6/18/71 from Washington,"D. C. 1 his call jas^cn^g^ B(ill<Jlng> 

of 5”1 8 “ He 5 sp i per 24 t JSit’,irtel 2/9/72 noted that lnqulry^iesei 

Bureau Jas'S^^lemed tie oftglnal 
to tjj|y|iy|a>*J. t d.t i «r-lo.- ii th.it s ^ cr i b er 

"flatter telephone* number MSSWesults by airtel. 




pertalnln^to 


airtel 10/15/71 

te1ephonenumber 
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ttMStfl^&V'an- advlse' B u^u hy airtel. 


es of toll records^ 
listed t<flH|HH||B 

Washington, D. (^^HTccoidiug 
a s mad e on 7/25/71 to telephone number 
l Missouri, Kansas City airtel 
Kansas City, Missouri, telephone 
and furnishes backgroun^^f^_ 
whether 

d if not, identify 
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Airtel 


' ..To: 

v i y 

^/ From: 


8AC,^Baltimore (65-3896) 

, , 

Director, FBI J (65-740G0) >/ 




MC LEK 
SIO 


4/18/72 


1 - Mr. Wagoner 
1 - Mr. Ilagy 


Rerep o 

WFOtel, 3/1/72. 

As submitted, referenced report is unsatisfactory and 
Bureau is not disseminating same. Promptly resubmit, utilizing 
following observations as guidelines: 


4/11/72, at Baltimore, and 


Pages 1, 2, 
information from certai 
nnHnnhtfifllv Jafl obtained 






contain 
[records 

Jn — confidential basis. The origina 
records normally can be brought into 




I A VVVA Vik-» MW* ^ — —' — W 

vlJA/ j^?t5poenui^U?e?^ecura, and the fact these records can only be 
obtained by subpoenas, together with the name of person to be 
subpoenaed, should be set out in the details of the report 
immediately after the information quoted from these records. Refer 
to Manual of Rules and Regulations (MRR), Part II, Section 4, 
page 4. Also refer to referenced teletype, page 5, which contains 
norpRsarv caveat re]fttrti 3 _i.Jif- 0 rmatJ.Rp...from records_of the 


:— * Page 6 of jjfiJdMR<MiMgiPsreport notes contact at University of 

Maryland concerningJMHI^Kbut fails to indicate date this 
investigation was conducted, iiefer to MRR, Part II, Section 4, 
page 16, which instructs that except on FD-302s, date of each 
investigative act shall be set out in first sentence of paragraph 
reporting same. 


1 - Boston (65-5236) 

1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 
1 - Philadelphia (65-6346) 

1 - WFO (65-11613) 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy fo: 

Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File #: 
Title: 



Office: BALTIMORE 


Bureau File ii 
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65-3896 

DANIEL ELLSBERG; 
ANTHONY J. RUSSO, JR, 
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Airtel 



f .1 To: SAC, Boston (65-5236) 


4/19/72 


(' I1C LEn. , 
SIO 


From: Director, FBI (65-74060) 

s' 



1 - Mr. Wagoner 
1 - ADP 
1 - Mr. Hagy 


ReBSairtel A/1/12 which forwarded, as enclosures, copies 
of toll records received from Departmental Attorney Richard J. 
Barry on 3/21/72. 

Caref furnished ^ 

received? 1 " Promp^^n^RH^^Rau, by airtel, f^^^^^^^^^thes 
records and insure Los Angeles receives two copies of same. 

1 - Loo Angeles (105-27952) 



(7) 


NOTE: 


On 3/3/72 a Federal Grand Jury at Boston, Massachusetts 


issued subpoenas duces tecum for records of long-distance telephone 
calls made by eight individuals whose known activities Indicate 
-—-connections and/or associations with Daniel Ellsberg during or 
* immediately prior to June, 1971, when ’The Hew York Times” first 
published portions of the ’’Pentagon papers,” which Ellsberg has 
publicly admitted making available to the press of the U. S, 
Departmental Attorney, Boston, requested Bureau identify subscribers 
to numbers called on long-distance basis by these eight individuals 
_i ^ A ., A n fl Mn +/* + ho nnfltnn office Dertinent toll records. 



Tolaon _ 

KHl _ 

Campbell _ 

Rnaen _ 

’loir _ 

litfthop _ 

Miller. E.fi_ 

Callahan_ 

Caaper _ 

Conrad _ 

Mai bey _ 

0 *1-—I — — 
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FBI 


10 apb 19 mt 






















Airtel to SAC, Baltimore 

RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 




Page 7 of referenced report notes that the files of the 
Baltimore Office con tain information relating to a letter regarding 

bu * does not indicate the date of the letter, 
its author, or^to whom the letter was directed. In this instance, 
the files of the Baltimore Office of the FBI should not be shown 
as the source of this data; rather, pertinent information 
concerning Galloway should be attributed to the original source, 

♦ that is, the author of the letter in question. Refer to MRR, 

Part II, Section 4, page 17, 

Cover page A of referenced report notes that confidential 
sources utilized in referenced report are in a position to furnish 
reliable information. Delete statement and utilize FD-323. 

Score form errors for Agent personnel responsible for 
preparation and approval of referenced report. 

r 

NOTE: 


Considerable data contained in referenced report has 
been improperly reported, rendering referenced report unfit for 
dissemination and necessitating its resubmission. 








PAGE TWO 

interviev^MBB^oubted such taping would take place 
at Manhattan center as equipment would have to be brought 
in. he further noted room in question rented for morning 
meeting by a union and virtually precludes room being 
available for use by uhf prior to their own public meeting. 

NYO WISHES TO POINT OUT TAPING IN QUESTION MAY RELATE TO 
ORAL RECORDING TO BE MADE PRIOR TO PUBLIC MEETING OR MAYBE 
‘RECORDING OF PORTION OF PUBLIC MEETING FEATURING SPEECHES BY 
ELLSBURG AND PAPANDREOU WHICH WILL BE BROADCAST ON REGULAR 
SUNDAY NIGHT GREEK RADIO PROGRAM, "FREE VOICE" AT TEN THIRTY PM 
OVER NEW .YORK RADIO STATION WEVD. NYO WILL RECORD THIS 
TttDIO PROGRAM, IN ADDITION. TO MONITORING ELLSBERG’S SPEECH 
AT PUBLIC MEETING OF UHF. 

NYO WILL ALSO ALERT HHHBF 10 APPRISE NY0 
OF ANY INFORMATION COMMING TO THEIR ATTENTION RELATING TO ANT 
TYPE CONTACT BETWEEN ELLSBERG AND BNMHMi 1N ADDITION TO 
THEIR SCHEDULED APPEARANCE AS NOTED ABOVE. 
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{/ T?* SACs, WFO (65-11613) (Enclosure) 
New York (65-25641) 

_Froa: Director, FBI (65-74060) «■ 

‘ N 


MC LEK) 
SIO 


4/19/72 


1 - Mr, Wagoner 


Faction, 


ReNYairtel 4/5/72 concerning Black Panther Party - Cleaver 


Enclosed for WFO is booklet entitled ‘The Pentagon’s 
1971 0 !; 0 " PU £e l8 re d _ b d N Vie £ N ^ ra Courier, g Hanoi, 

mailed HUrrlCan ° a ° d * U8t ° f persons to whora thes e documents were 

of |_j 1L ^ Mw wj~ Sh * i he ^ c losed booklet to a representative 

and co®rIsons oi malS^al^AilVgre'ai-y printed C f?om C the g pentagSn tl<>nS 

ocuments. The representative should be requested to analyze the 

enclosed bookiet in an effort to determine if any of the material 

set forth has not previously appeared in print. Should any such 

information be set forth in the booklet, obtain complete details of 

or docume o ts involved and submit results to Bureau in a? 
_l6tterhead memorandum. ouxcau xa 


\ 

s \ 

ni 

v j 


-) - 


\ 






New York advis e by return airtel the method by which r\ * 
Postal Inspector£_ ”7 obtained the booklet, bulletin, and list/of 
persons referred to above. Ascertain whether^ 
should be protected in the event the information 
communication suitable for dissemination. 



8 sel 


-st/ of » 
entity | / O 
orth in a Q 




1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 

1 - 157-22627 (Black Panther Party) 
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NOTE: The 

Half 

and in some i 
the ’’Pentagon 

Daniel Ellsberg. If any of the material contained inthis 
booklet has not heretofore appeared in thePptHT lTC“ff oEifn, the fact 
that is was in possession of a foreign publication could be 
significant in the Ellsberg case, 0 APR 201972 f 


\ f - ' 

^tled "The Pentagon's Secrets and 
ppears to set forth a synopsized version 
istancespgjomp^ete documents apparently obtained from 
pa puis" allien were released to the news media by 


Holmes 

Handy 
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OR (65-74060) 
ALBANY (65-2913) 

Lds ANGELES (105-27952) 
BOSTON (65-5236) 

FROM NEW YORK (65-25641) 2P 

f) ■ 

MC LEK -. SIO 


• \ 

rtDtRAL' BURE’'* OF IWtST^ON 
.COMMUNICATIONS SECTON 

Mr. Tolson_ 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Campbell_ 

Mr. Rosen_ 

Mr. Mohr_ 

Mr. Bishop. 

Mr. Miller, ESi 
Mr. Callahan_ 

. f 

A) APR 5 1972 

V 'TELETYPE 1 

Mr. Casper_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

• 

Mr. I>Vh*y __ 


Mr. Clevelands 

r 

Mr. Ponder_ 


Mr. Bates_ 

Mr. Wa Heart _ 
Mr. Walters_ 

h/fiT/l jts - 

Mr. Syars _ 

, Uy P / v 

Tele. Room._ 

p< p \ f 

Miss li lraes_ 

Miss Candy__ 

, SEVENTYTWO, AND NY 



AIRTEL AND LHM TO THE DIRECTOR DATED MARCH SEVENTEEN, SEVENTYTWO, 
CAPTIONED, "MC LEK-SIO" AND "ANDREAS PAPANDREOU; IS-GREECE". 


FOR INFORMATION OF RECIPIENT OFFICES, RE LHM 
SET FORTH INFORMATION CONCERNING SCHEDULED APPEARANCE 
OF DANIEL ELLSBERG AND ANDREAS PAPANDREOU BEFORE MEETING 
^ONSORED BY UNITED HELLENIC FRONT (UHFM)N £PRIL TWENTYTHREE, 


SPONSORED BY UNITED HELLENIC FRONT (UHF) ON ^PRIL 1 

SEVENTYTWO, AT MANHATTAN CENTER, NEW^C^^CITri^ ^ 
ON APRIL FIVE, SEVENTYTWO, 
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Date; 4/17/72 


Transmit the following in 
yj 0 _ AIRTEL _ 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


TO 


FROM SAC, BOSTON (65-5236) 

<n/' “N 

SUBJECT: (MC LEK - SIO 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65»74060) 
(Attn: DOMINTEL) 


Re Bureau alrtel dated 3/l^/72 and Boston airtel 
and LHM dated 1/14/72. 

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are the originals 
and for Los Angeles a copy of an article published in the 
8/12/71 edition of the "Provincetown Advocate entitled 
"Hero Of Press At Cliff-Top Party On Bomb's Birthday. 

In regard to the press conference held by 
DANIEL ELLSBERG on the morning of 6/28/71 when he sur¬ 
rendered himself at the U. S Courthouse, Boston, Mass., 
it is to be noted that the Boston Office was unable to 
make any recording of ELLSBERG's comments on that occasion. 
The only information pertaining to that sidewalk press 
conference is contained ^^tf^^^^^^ 0 ^^^^e^ 7 /^ 7 ^contained 
in the Boston of ° ated 

7/14/71. _ , . , 

Established sources of the Boston Office advised 
in March, 1972, they codId locate no transcript of ELLSBERG's 
speech to the twentietlkreunlon of his graduating class, a$. 


(2/- Bureau (Enc. , 27 ^ (RM} 




Bureau (Enc. 2^(RM) ^ . . . 

T - Los Angeles (105-27952) (Enc. 1) (info) (RM) 

jc - 7 a mM* { 1 
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Date: 4/17/72 


(Type in plaintext or code) 

JL r 

"7 Priority) 
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TO: 

■ j FROtfr 
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Director, fbi (65-74060) 


c SAC, WFO (65-11613) 


MC LEKt " 
SIO 





captioned "DANIEL ELLSbIBFa^^^^^^^^^^SO, JR.; 
CONSPIRACY; TGP; ESPIONAGE", and WFO airtel, dated 8/9/71, 
captioned "MC LEK, NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE", enclosing an 
LHM of the same date, captioned "DANIEL ELLSBERG, ESPIONAGE-X", 
which contained, in form su itable for disseminatigH^ consider- 
able background concerning and 

the Dispatch News Service. 

Enclosed for Bureau are 7 copies, Boston and Los 
Angeles 3 copies each, and Alexandria, Baltimore and New 
York 1 copy each, of an LHM, dated as above, captioned 
"DANIEL ELLSBERG; ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR.; CONSPIRACY; 

THEFT OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY; ESPIONAGE", which incorporates 
results of investigatiory'at Washington, D.C. and Berkeley, 
California, to identify (associates and determine whereabouts 

^ < 7*/.' ^ 

Bureau (Enc. ^ , 

(1 - 65-74211) 

1 - Alexandria (65-67)(Enc. 1)(Info) 

1 - Baltimore (65-3896)(Enc. 1)(Info) 

2 - Boston (65-5236)(Enc. 3) 

2 - Los Angeles (105-27952)(Enc. 3) 

1 - New York (65-25641) (Enc. 1)(Info) 

2 - WFO 2<rt 2. J 

/ c ff uX 6?/op JL? 

-BCR:sup 3 P V'fo-y* yfarfCh#? 

( 12 ) ___ _ ^ ^ 

JDfll—OAifft ftr 
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U. I. OOVtHNM£NT PRINTING OFFICE 1071 -41 »-J »• 
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WFO 65-11613 


rji 


-11613 ,. . ,' v ■.•* 'v - ; v 

•*y? •** ' kKiA *’••*'* *»•- * *i*» '*■#<*: 3rW>a■ ‘.}sYfT?rl&isrx** 

and activities of and (HBSW during the 

period March - July, 1971, This info rmation l s- sat fnrtJ i- 
in the enclosed LHM rather than feferenced report, since it 
includes source information and other non-evidentiary type 
material* ; * 

Three copies of the LHM are furnished Boston and 
Los Angeles in view of contemplated prosecution In.these. ; . 

divisions. Information copies are being furnished Alexandria, 
Baltimore and New York, since it is anticipated investigation 
may be requested of these divisions, based upon information 
in the LHM. Baltimore was also furnished a copy of referenced 
8/9/71 LHM, under separate cover, for its information. 

and 28/71 chec ks of the re cords of The 

_ __ concerning _ _ 

respectively, were It is no ted 

th at sim ila r checks _l?y l^^^^ M^ron 2/24/72, concerning 

failed to disclose identifiable 

Coords. A check of the records 

Department, Washing ton, on 

concerning failed 

disclose any identiflabl^records. 

Review of the District of C olumbia Real Estatg 
Tax records, on 2/27/72, was made byj 
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Sources utilized in the details of this report 
are identified as follows: 
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In RcpJ/, Pleas* Rejer to 
File No, 


un(^d states department of £stice 

• FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ; ^ 

Washington, D.C. 20535 
April 17, 1972 




Title DANIEL ELLSBERG; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR. 


Character CONSPIRACY; THEFT OF GOVERNMENT 
PROPERTY; ESPIONAGE 

Reference Memorandum dated and captioned 
as above. 


All sources (except any listed below) whose identities 
are concealed in referenced communication have furnished reliable 
information in the past. 





This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. ft Is the property 
of the FBI and Is loaned to your agency; It and Its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your ogency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Washington, D.C. .20535 
April 17, 1972 
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In Reply, Please Refer U 
rile No. 


r 


DANIEL ELLSBERG; 

ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR. 

CONSPIRACY: THEFT OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY; ESPIONAGE 

This memorandum reports investigation at Washington, 
D.C. and Berkeley, California, to ident^^associates and 
establish whereabouts and activities of and 

during the period March-July, 
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BS 65-5236 
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Harvard University on 10/22/71. The Boston Office did not 
transcribe ELLSBERG’s speech to his graduating class on 
that occasion. 


Re Boston LHM dated 1/14/72 contained all 
available information concerning speech by ELLSBERG on 
11/17/71. Agents of the Boston Office made a transcription 
of ELLSBERG's speech on 11/17/71; however, the quality of 
the tape was too poor to provide a verbatim transcription 
of his speech. 

The Boston Office has been unable to determine if 
the "Harvard Crimson" carried articles pertaining to 
ELLSBERG*s speech at Lowell Hall, Harvard University, on 
11/17/71. 
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